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FOREWORD 


By Hon. Peter W. Rodino, Jr., Chairman, 
Committee on the Judiciary 


On February 6, 1974, the House of Representatives adopted by a 

vote of 410-4 the following House Resolution 803: 

RESOLVED, That the Committee on the Judiciary acting as 
a whole or by any subcommittee thereof appointed by the 
Chairman for the purposes hereof and in accordance with 
the Rules of the Committee, is authorized and directed 
to investigate fully and completely whether sufficient 
grounds exist for the House of Representatives to exer- 
cise its constitutional power to impeach Richard M. 

Nixon, President of the United States of America. The 
committee shall report to the House of Representatives 
such resolutions, articles of impeachment, or other 
recommendations as it deems proper. 

Beginning in November 1973, acting under resolutions referred to 
the Committee by the Speaker of the House and with a special appropria- 
tion, I had begun to organize a special staff to investigate serious 
charges against the President of the United States. 

On May 9, 1974, as Chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary, 

I convened the Committee for hearings to review the results of the 
Impeachment Inquiry staff's investigation. The staff began its initial 
presentation the same day, in executive session, pursuant to the Com- 
mittee's Impeachment Inquiry Procedures adopted on May 2, 1974. 

By June 21, the Inquiry staff had concluded its initial presen- 
tation. 

On June 25, the Committee voted to make public the initial pre- 
sentation including substantially all of the supporting material 
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presented at the hearings. The Committee also voted to make public the 
President's response, which was presented to the Committee on June 27 
and June 28 in the same form and manner as the Inquiry staff's initial 
presentation. 

Statements of information and supporting evidentiary material 
were compiled by the Inquiry staff in 36 notebooks and furnished in 
this form to each Member of the Committee. The notebooks presented 
material on several subjects of the Inquiry: the Watergate break-in 

and its aftermath, ITT, dairy price supports, domestic surveillance, 
abuse of the IRS, and the activities of the Special Prosecutors. 

The staff also presented to the Committee written reports on 
President Nixon’s income taxes. Presidential impoundment of funds 
appropriated by Congress, and the bombing of Cambodia. 

Fifteen notebooks were furnished to the Members of the Committee 
relating to the Watergate break-in on June 17, 1972 and to events fol- 
lowing the break-in, through April 30, 1973. In each notebook a state- 
ment of information relating to a particular phase of the investigation 
was immediately followed by supporting evidentiary material, which in- 
cluded copies of documents and testimony (much already on public record) , 
transcripts of Presidential conversations and affidavits. 

The fifteen volumes relating to the Watergate phase of the 
Inquiry were divided into four books, as follows: 

Book I - Events Prior to the Watergate Break-In 
12/2/71 - 6/17/72 

Book II - Events Following the Watergate Break-In 
6/17/72 - 2/9/73 
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Book III - Events Following the Watergate Break-In 
6/20/72 - 3/22/73 

Book IV - Events Following the Watergate Break-In 
3/22/73 - 4/30/73 

Book I dealt with events prior to the Watergate break-in. Book 
II dealt with allegations involving Presidential interference with the 
official Department of Justice investigation. Book III dealt with alle- 
gations concerning payments of "hush" money to Watergate defendants to 
insure their silence, offers of leniency and executive clemency, and 
the instigating or making of false statements to persons connected 
with an official investigation of Watergate; Book III also included 
a chronology of events between February 9 and March 22, 1973. Book 
IV dealt with events relating to the President's investigation of the 
Watergate break-in and alleged cover-up between March 22 and April 30, 
1973. 

Every effort was made to preclude inferences in the presentation 
of this material. A deliberate and scrupulous abstention from conclu- 
sions, even by implication, was observed. 

With respect to the Presidential recorded conversations, the 
Committee determined to hear the recorded conversations in their 
entirety. The Presidential recorded conversations were neither para- 
phrased nor summarized by the Inquiry staff. Thus, no inferences, or 
conclusions were drawn for the Committee. During the course of the 
hearings. Members of the Committee heard each recording and simultane- 
ously followed transcripts prepared by the Inquiry staff. Each of 
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these transcripts is reprinted under the appropriate Statement of 
Information. 

During the course of the hearings, the Committee found it neces- 
sary to issue four subpoenas to President Richard Nixon requiring tape 
recordings of 98 Presidential conversations as well as all papers and 
things prepared by, sent to, received by, or at any time contained in 
the files of H. R. Haldeman, John D. Ehrlichman, Charles W. Colson, John 
Dean, III, and Gordon Strachan to the extent that such papers or things 
related or referred directly or indirectly to the break-in and electronic 
surveillance of the Democratic National Committee Headquarters in the 
Watergate office building during May and June of 1972 or the investiga- 
tions of that break-in by the Department of Justice, the Senate Select 
Committee on Presidential Campaign Activities, or any other legislative, 
judicial, executive or administrative body, including members of the 
White House staff. 

The Committee also subpoenaed the President's daily diaries (logs 
of Presidential meetings, telephone calls, and other activities) for the 
periods April through July 1972, February through April 1973, July 12 
through July 31, 1973 and October 1973. 

In response to these subpoenas, the President furnished only 
edited White House transcripts of 31 of the subpoenaed conversations 
between March 17 and April 18, 1973. These edited transcripts were 
summarized by the Inquiry staff and made a part of the evidentiary 
material presented to the Committee. To the extent that the President 
declined to comply with the Committee's subpoenas and produce the 
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required material, the record of the Committee now made public in these 
volumes is incomplete. 

In a few instances. Ranking Minority Member Mr. Hutchinson and 
I determined, pursuant to authority granted us by the Committee, to 
defer the release of evidentiary material or to delete it for one of 
the following reasons : 

1) Because the public interest in making the material public was 
outweighed by the potential prejudice to the rights of defendants under 
indictment and awaiting trial. 

2) Because the information was classified or otherwise required 
confidential treatment, 

3) Because the material was only marginally pertinent and was 
considered to be defamatory, degrading or embarrassing, or, 

4) Because the material was not pertinent to Presidential 
responsibility within the outer limits of an impeachable offense within 
the meaning of the Constitution. 

The Committee on the Judiciary is working to follow faithfully 
its mandate "to investigate fully and completely" whether or not suf- 
ficient grounds exist to recommend that the House exercise its constitu- 
tional power of impeachment. 

I believe that the readers of these volumes will see that the 
Committee's primary effort in carrying out its mandate has been to ob- 
tain an objective, impartial presentation which will enable each Member 
of the Committee to make an informed judgment in fulfilling his or her 
constitutional responsibility. 
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I also believe that the publication of the record of these hear- 
ings will provide readers with a clear idea of the particulars of the 
investigation and that the proximity of the evidence will assure them 
that no statement of information is offered without supporting eviden- 
tiary material. 



July 1974 
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INTRODUCTORY NOTE 


The material contained in this volume is presented in two sec- 
tions. Section 1 contains a statement of information footnoted with 
citations to evidentiary material. Section 2 contains the same state- 
ment of information followed by the supporting material. 

Supporting material consists of information obtained at hearings 
before the Senate Select Committee on Presidential Campaign Activities; 
information developed in executive session by other Congressional com- 
mittees; information furnished to the Committee by the Grand Jury of 
the District of Columbia and by other grand juries; information fur- 
nished to the Committee by government agencies; transcripts of tape 
recordings of conversations among President Nixon and his key associates 
prepared by the Committee staff; information furnished to the Committee 
by the President, the Executive Departments of the Government, the 
Special Prosecutor, and other information obtained by the Committee, 
much of which was already on the public record. 

Each page of supporting evidence is labeled with the footnote 
number and a description of the document or the name of the witness 
testifying. Copies of entire pages of documents and testimony are 
included, with brackets around the portions pertaining to the state- 
raent of information. Markings on the documents include item numbers 
and receipt stamps of the House Judiciary Committee and other agencies 
from which the Committee received material. 
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In a few instances, names of persons in sensitive positions 
have been deleted from documents at the request of the CIA, FBI and 
other investigative agencies. Some documents contained deletions when 
the Committee received them. 

In the citation of sources, the following abbreviations are 
used: "SSC" for Senate Select Committee on Presidential Campaign 

Activities; "SJC" for Senate Judiciary Committee; and "HJC” for House 
Judiciary Conmittee. 
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STATEMENT OF INFORMATION 


EVENTS FOLLOWING 
THE WATERGATE BREAK-IN 
June 17, 1972 - February 9, 1973 





1* On June 17, 1972 shortly after 2:00 a.m. five persons, including 
James McCord, a security consultant for the Committee for the Re-election 
of the President (CRP) , were arrested in the Watergate headquarters of 
the Democratic National Committee (DNC). Immediately after the arrests, 
Howard Hunt and Gordon Liddy left the Watergate Hotel. Hunt took with him 
a briefcase belonging to McCord that contained electronic equipment, went 
to his office in the Executive Office Building (EOB) , and withdrew from a 
safe located in his EOB office $10,000 previously provided to him by Liddy 
for use in case there was a mishap. Hunt placed McCord f s briefcase in 
the safe. In the early morning hours, he delivered the money to an attorney 
on behalf of the five persons arrested at the DNC headquarters. 


Page 


1.1 Paul Leeper testimony, 1 SSC 96, 105-06 72 

1.2 James McCord testimony, 1 SSC 126 75 

1-3 E. Howard Hunt testimony, 9 SSC 3688-89 76 
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At the time of the arrests at the Watergate headquarters of the 


DNC, electronic surveillance and photographic equipment and approximately 
$1,500 in cash were found in the possession of the persons arrested. A 
subsequent search of rooms in the Watergate Hotel that had been rented 
under alias names used by certain of the persons arrested produced a 
directory containing a White House telephone number for Howard Hunt, a 
check drawn by E. Howard Hunt, and 32 sequentially numbered $100 bills. 
(These bills had been received from a Florida bank into which Barker 
had deposited five checks contributed to the President's re-election 
campaign. Four of these checks totalling $89,000 had been drawn on a 
Mexican bank payable to Manuel Ogarrio, a Mexican lawyer. The fifth 
check totalling $25,000 had been drawn by Kenneth Dahlberg. These 
checks had been delivered to Gordon Liddy by FCRP Treasurer Hugh Sloan 
to be converted into cash.) 


Page 


2.1 Paul Leeper testimony, 1 SSC 96, 105-08 81 

2.2 Memorandum from Vernon Walters to L. Patrick 
Gray, July 7, 1972, SSC Exhibit No. 143, 9 SSC 

3853. 86 


2.3 Hotel registration records, June 16, 1972, for 

R. Godoy (Virgilio Gonzalez), J. DiAlberto (Frank 
Sturgis), J. Valdez (Eugenio Martinez), and F. 
Carter (Bernard Barker) , Exhibits 88-91, United 


States v. Liddy 87 

2.4 United States v. Liddy indictment. September 15, 1972, 

Count One , paragraphs 1-15 89 

2.5 Metropolitan Police Department, Washington, D. C. , 
Supplementary Evidence Report, June 20, 1972, 

12, 24-25 92 

2.6 L. Patrick Gray testimony, 9 SSC 3451 95 
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2.7 John Dean testimony, 3 SSC 942-43 96 

2.8 Hugh Sloan testimony, 2 SSC 575-76 98 
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3. At approximately 8:00 a.m. on the morning of the arrests, 

Henry Petersen, the Assistant Attorney General in charge of the 
Criminal Division of the Justice Department, telephoned Attorney 
General Richard Kleindienst at home to tell him of the arrests at 
the DNC headquarters. 

Page 


3.1 Henry Petersen testimony, 9 SSC 3611-12 102 

3.2 Richard Kleindienst testimony, 9 SSC 3560 104 
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4. On the morning of June 17, 1972 Gordon Liddy telephoned Jeb 

Magruder, Chief of Staff to John Mitchell at CRP, at the Beverly Hills 
Hotel in California. Magruder returned Liddy f s call from a pay tele- 
phone. Liddy advised Magruder of the arrests at the DNC headquarters. 
Shortly thereafter, Magruder met with John Mitchell, the Campaign 
Director of CRP, and Fred LaRue, Mitchell's Special Assistant at CRP, 
at the hotel. There was discussion regarding somebody's contacting 
Attorney General Richard Kleindienst concerning the arrests at 
the DNC headquarters. Later that day, Liddy and Powell Moore, an 
official at CRP, met with Attorney General Kleindienst at the Burning 
Tree Club near Washington, D. C. Liddy told Kleindienst that Mitchell had 
asked him to give Kleindienst a report on the break-in at the DNC head- 
quarters and that some of the persons arrested might be employed by 
either the White House or CRP. Kleindienst called Henry Petersen 
and instructed him not to give special treatment to those arrested at 
the Watergate. Kleindienst told Liddy to leave the premises. 

Page 


4.1 Jeb Magruder testimony, 2 SSC 798 106 

4.2 Fred LaRue testimony, 6 SSC 2284-85. 107 

4.3 Fred LaRue testimony, 6 SSC 2330 109 

4.4 Richard Kleindienst testimony, 9 SSC 3560-62 110 

4.5 John Mitchell testimony, 4 SSC 1662. . 113 

4.6 Robert Mardian testimony, 6 SSC 2352-53,, 114 
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5. In the late afternoon of June 17, 1972 Secret Service Agent 

Boggs telephoned John Ehrlichman, Assistant to the President, and told 
him that one of the persons arrested at the DNC headquarters had In 
his possession a document referring to Howard Hunt, who apparently was 
a White House employee. Later that day, Ehrlichman telephoned Ronald 
Ziegler, the President's press secretary, who was with the Presiden- 
tial party in Florida. Ehrlichman told Ziegler the substance of his 
telephone conversation with Agent Boggs. Ehrlichman also telephoned 
Charles Colson, Special Counsel to the President, and discussed Hunt's 
White House employment status. 

Page 


5.1 John Ehrlichman testimony, 6 SSC 2580 118 

5.2 Charles Colson deposition, O y Brien [DNC] v . 

McCord , August 30, 1972, 31-32 119 
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6. During the evening of June 17, 1972 Assistant Attorney 

General Petersen telephoned Attorney General Kleindienst and told 
him that documentation relating to a White House consultant had 
been found at the scene of the break-in at the DNC headquarters. 

Page 

6.1 Henry Petersen testimony, 9 SSC 3612-13 122 
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7. On June 18, 1972 H. R. Haldetnan, Chief of Staff to President 

Nixon, who was at Key Biscayne, Florida with the Presidential party, 
spoke by telephone with Jeb Magruder, who was in California. Haldeman 
directed Magruder to return to Washington, D. C. to meet with Counsel 
to the President John Dean, Haldeman's Special Assistant Gordon Strachan, 
and FCRP Treasurer Hugh Sloan to learn what had happened and determine 
the source of the money found in the possession of the persons arrested 
at the DNC headquarters. By the following day, Magruder had returned 
to Washington. 

Page 


7.1 Jeb Magruder testimony, 2 SSC 799 126 

7.2 H. R. Haldeman testimony, 8 SSC 3039* 127 
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®* On June 18, 1972 John Ehrlichman spoke by telephone with 

H. R. Haldeman. They discussed the break-in at the DfoC headquarters, 
the involvement of James McCord, and the fact of Hunt’s name being 
involved . 


8.1 John Ehrlichman testimony, 6 SSC 2581 


Page 
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At noon on June 18, 1972 Gordon Strachan telephoned 


Haldeman's principal staff assistant, Lawrence Higby. Higby told 
Strachan that Haldeman had spoken with Jeb Magruder about the 
break-in and that John Ehrlichman was handling the entire matter. 


Page 


9.1 Gordon Strachan testimony, 6 SSC 2457 132 

9.2 H. R. Haldeman testimony, 8 SSC 3019 133 
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10. At 7:32 a.m. on June 19, 1972 Attorney General Kleindienst 
telephoned the Acting Director of the FBI L. Patrick Gray in Palm 
Springs, California, and stated that Kleindienst wished to be briefed 
on the investigation of the break-in at the DNC headquarters. 
Kleindienst told Gray that the President wanted to talk to Kleindienst 
about it that day or possibly the next day. 

Page 

10. 1^ L. Patrick Gray notes of telephone conversation, 

June 19, 1972 (received from L. Patrick Gray) 136 
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11. In the morning or early afternoon of June 19, 1972 Ehrlichman 
told John Dean to look into the question of White House involvement in 
the break-in at the DNC and to determine Howard Hunt's White House 
employment status. Dean has testified that he then spoke to Charles 
Colson regarding Colson's knowledge of the break— in and Hunt's status 
and that Colson denied knowledge of the event, but expressed concern over 
the contents of Hunt's safe. Dean has also testified that he spoke 
to Gordon Liddy, who advised of his and Magruder's involvement in the 
planning and execution of the break— in. Thereafter Ehrlichman 
received a report from Dean that Dean had spoken to Liddy and to law 
enforcement officials, that law enforcement officials were aware that 
the matter went beyond the five persons who were apprehended, that 
Liddy was involved, and that there was a further direct involvement 
of the CRP. 

Page 


11.1 John Dean testimony, 3 SSC 932-34 144 

11.2 John Dean testimony, Watergate Grand Jury, 

November 19, 1973, 48-50 (received from 

Watergate Grand Jury) 147 

11.3 John Ehrlichman testimony, 7 SSC 2821-22 150 

11.4 John Ehrlichman testimony, 6 SSC 2582-83 152 
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12. On June 19, 1972 the President telephoned Charles Colson from 
Florida and spoke with him for approximately one hour ending shortly 
before noon. The break- In at the DNC headquarters was discussed. 

Page 

12.1 Meetings and conversations between the President 

and Charles Colson, June 19, 1972 (received from 
White House) 156 

12.2 Charles Colson draft statement prepared for 
delivery to the SSC, September 1973, i, 6-8, 

(received from SSC) .157 
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13. On June 19, 1972 Howard Hunt went to the Executive Office 
Building and reviewed the contents of his safe. He determined that 
the contents Included cables Hunt had fabricated indicating a rela- 
tionship between the Kennedy Administration and the assassination of 
Vietnamese President Diem, materials relating to Gemstone, James 
McCord's electronic equipment, and other material. Hunt thereupon 
informed Charles Colson's secretary, Joan Hall, that Hunt's safe 
contained sensitive materials. 

Page 

13.1 E. Howard Hunt testimony, 9 SSC 3672, 3689...... 162 
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14. During the afternoon of June 19, 1972 John Ehrlichman, Charles 
Colson, John Dean, Bruce A. Kehrli, Staff Assistant to H. R. Haldeman, 
and Ken Clawson, White House Deputy Director of Communications, met in 
Ehrlichman' s office and discussed Howard Hunt's White House employment 
status . Colson stated that Hunt should have been terminated as a White 
House consultant as of March 31, 1972. Kehrli was asked to and did 
bring Hunt's employment records to Ehrlichman T s office. These records 
did not indicate that Hunt's consultant status had been terminated. 

By memorandum dated June 19, 1972 Colson transmitted to Dean documents 
relating to Hunt's status. 

(By memorandum dated March 27, 1972 to Charles Colson, Hunt had 
requested assistance in changing the annuity benefit option he had 
selected upon retirement from the CIA. By memorandum dated March 30, 
1972 to Kehrli, Richard Howard, Staff Assistant to Charles Colson, had 
inquired respecting Hunt's situation. At the top of the original of 
the Howard memorandum, there is a handwritten note: "Noble - Please 
let me know on this w/o giving out any info, on the name of the fellow 
we're trying to help. B." At the bottom of that memorandum there is a 
handwritten note "OK - Drop as of April 1, 1972 BAK." On May 5, 1972 
Hunt had written a letter on White House stationery to CIA General 
Counsel Lawrence Houston, renewing his request respecting his benefit 
option and stating that he had discussed the matter with the White 
House legal staff.) 

Page 

14.1 John Ehrlichman log, June 19, 1972 (received 

from SSC) 167 
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14.2 John Dean testimony, 3 SSC 934-35 168 

14.3 Memorandum from Charles Colson to John Dean, June 19, 

1972, with attachments: memorandum from Richard Howard 

to Bruce Kehrli, March 30, 1972; memorandum from Joan 
Hall to Charles Colson, June 19, 1972. SSC Exhibit 

No. 34-15, 3 SSC 1157-59 170 

14.4 John Ehrlichman testimony, 6 SSC 2612 173 

14.5 Charles Colson draft statement prepared for delivery to the 

SSC, September 1973, 1, 2-4 (received from SSC) 174 

14.6 Memorandum from E. Howard Hunt to Charles Colson 

March 27, 1972, (received from SSC) * 178 

14.7 List of Presidential assistants and their staffs 

(received from White House)# 180 

14.8 Copy of memorandum from Richard Howard to Bruce Kehrli, 

March 30, 1972, with Cox-Buzhardt correspondence 
regarding the memorandum (received from Watergate 

Special Prosecution Force). 181 

14.9 Original of memorandum from Richard Howard to Bruce 
Kehrli, March 30, 1972, with handwritten notations 

(received from White House) . 184 

14.10 Letter from E. Howard Hunt to Lawrence Houston, May 5, 

1972 (received from CIA). 185 

14.11 Jeb Magruder testimony, 2 SSC 791-93 .186 
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15. At the meeting specified in the preceding paragraph, John 
Ehrlichman instructed that Howard Hunt's EOB safe should be opened in 
the presence of John Dean, Bruce Kehrli and a Secret Service Agent, 
and that Dean should take possession of the contents. Charles Colson 
said that this should be done immediately. On the evening of June 19, 
1972 at Kehrli 's request. Hunt's safe was forcibly opened in the 
presence of a Secret Service Agent and a GSA representative. Kehrli 
and Fred Fielding, Dean's assistant, arrived shortly thereafter. 


15.1 John Ehrlichman testimony, 6 SSC 2612-13 


15.2 John Dean testimony, 3 SSC 934 


15.3 Bruce Kehrli deposition. Democratic National 

Committee v. McCord . May 15, 1973, 6-9 193 

15.4 Fred Fielding deposition. Democratic National 

Coinmittee y. McCord , May 15, 1973, 7-9, 197 

15.5 Charles Colson draft statement prepared for 
delivery to the SSC, September 1973, 1, 4 

(received from SSC) 200 
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16. Immediately before the meeting specified in paragraph 14, John 
Dean asked Gordon Liddy to advise Howard Hunt that he should leave the 
country. Liddy contacted Hunt and told him that "they" wanted Hunt to 
get out of town. Dean states that he took this action on instructions 
from Ehrlichman, and that Dean retracted his instruction shortly after 
he gave it. Ehrlichman has denied that he gave such instructions. 
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16.1 John Dean testimony, 3 SSC 934 204 

16.2 E. Howard Hunt testimony, SSC Executive Session, 

July 26, 1973, 210-12 205 

16.3 E. Howard Hunt testimony, 9 SSC 3690 208 

16.4 John Ehrlichman testimony, 7 SSC 2718-19 209 

16.5 Transcript of tape recorded conversation between 
Ken Clawson and John Ehrlichman, March or April 

1973, SSC Exhibit No. 108, 7 SSC 3009 211 

16.6 Transcript of tape recorded conversation between 
Charles Colson and John Ehrlichman, April 17, 

1973, SSC Exhibit No. 109, 7 SSC 3010-11 212 

16.7 United States v. Mitchell indictment, March 1, 

1974, 1, 7-8 214 

16.8 Robert Bennett deposition. Democratic National 

Committee v. McCord , April 19, 1973, 25, 29-32 217 
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17. 


On the evening of June 19, 1972 John Mitchell met at his 


apartment in Washington, D. C. with John Dean, Jeb Magruder, Robert 
Mardian and Fred LaRue and discussed the break-in at the DNC head- 
quarters . 

Page 

17.1 John Mitchell testimony, 4 SSC 1622 ‘.224 

17.2 Jeb Magruder testimony, 2 SSC 799-800 225 

17.3 Robert Mardian testimony, 6 SSC 2355 227 

17.4 Fred LaRue testimony, 6 SSC 2303-04 228 
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18. On June 19, 1972 Ronald Ziegler, the President's press 
secretary, described the break-in at the DNC headquarters as "a 
third-rate burglary attempt." 

Page 

18.1 Washington Post , June 20, 1972, A1 , A4 232 
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19. On June 20, 1972 at 9:00 a.m. H. R. Haldeman, John Ehrlich- 
man and John Mitchell met to discuss the break-in at the DNC headquarters . 
John Dean joined the meeting at 9:45 a.m. Attorney General Kleindienst 
joined the meeting at 9:55 a.m. Later that day, Haldeman met with the 
President for one hour and nineteen minutes (11:26 a.m. to 12:45 p.m.) 
and the subjects discussed included Watergate. Haldeman 's notes of the 
meeting reflect that that portion of their discussion dealt with 
checking an EOB office for bugs, a "counter-attack," "PR offensive to 
top this," and the need to "be on the attack — for diversion." When 
a tape recording of the conversation was produced on November 26, 1973 
in response to a subpoena by the Watergate Special Prosecutor, the 
recording contained an eighteen and one-half minute buzzing sound that 
obliterated the portion of the conversation reflected in the foregoing 
segment of Haldeman' s notes. 
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20. On June 20, 1972 Gordon Strachan met with H. R. Haldeman and 
showed him a copy of a Political Matters Memorandum Strachan had sent 
to Haldeman prior to April 4, 1972 concerning approval of a "sophisti- 
cated intelligence system with a budget of $300,000." Haldeman 
acknowledged to Strachan that he had read the political intelligence 
item in the memorandum. Strachan also showed Haldeman political 
intelligence reports referring to "Sedan Chair II" which had been 
attached to the memorandum. Haldeman said he had not previously read 
the attachment, and proceeded to read it. According to Strachan, 
Haldeman directed him to destroy all of the documents . Haldeman has 
testified that he could not recall giving Strachan any such instruction. 
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21 . 


Following his meeting with H.R. Haldeman, Gordon Strachan 
shredded the Political Matters Memorandum regarding a sophisticated 
intelligence gathering system that he had shown Haldeman. Strachan 
also shredded other related documents, including a memorandum re- 
garding Gordon Liddy, an April 4, 1972 talking paper prepared by 
Strachan for a meeting between Haldeman and John Mitchell, a memo- 
randum from Jeb Magruder to Mitchell regarding Donald Segretti, and 
Segretti's telephone number. After Strachan destroyed these docu- 
ments, he told John Dean what documents he had destroyed. On July 
1, 1972 Strachan, Haldeman and Lawrence Higby were part of a Presi- 
dential party aboard Air Force One. Strachan has testified that during 
* 

the flight he reported to Haldeman that the job had been accomplished, 
and Haldeman told him to reduce the number of copies made of future 
Political Matters Memoranda from three to two. Haldeman has testified 
that he does not recall receiving such a report. 
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22. On June 20 or 21, 1972 Robert Mardian and Fred LaRue met in 
LaRue 's apartment with Gordon Liddy. Liddy told LaRue and Mardian 
that he and Howard Hunt had developed the plans for entries into the 
DNC and the McGovern presidential campaign offices; that he. Hunt and 
others involved in the Watergate break-in had been previously involved 
in operations of the White House, specifically an entry into the 
offices of Daniel Ellsberg's psychiatrist; that Hunt had acted to 
make ITT lobbyist Dita Beard unavailable as a witness at the Senate 
Judiciary Committee hearings on the nomination of Richard Kleindienst 
to be Attorney General; and that he had shredded all new, serialized 
$100 bills in his possession and other evidence relating to the 
Watergate break-in. Later that day Mardian and LaRue met with John 
Mitchell and apprised him of their meeting with Liddy. Mitchell was 
told of Liddy's and Hunt's prior surreptitious entry into the office 
of Daniel Ellsberg's psychiatrist and of Hunt's earlier activities 
involving Dita Beard. 
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23. Shortly after Hunt’s involvement in the Watergate matter 
became known, a White House telephone list bearing Howard Hunt’s 
name and phone extension was recalled and the list was re-issued, 
deleting Hunt. 
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24. On June 20, 1972 John Mitchell, the Campaign Director of CRP, 
issued a prepared press statement. The statement denied any legal, 
moral or ethical accountability on the part of CRP for the break-in 
at the DNC headquarters. 
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25. On June 20, 1972 at 6:08 p.m. the President spoke by tele- 
phone with John Mitchell. The President and Mitchell discussed the 
break-in at the DNC headquarters. According to a dictabelt recording 
made by the President on June 20, 1972 recollecting the events of 
that day, Mitchell expressed to the President his regret that he had 
not kept better control over the people at CRP. 
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26. On June 21, 1972 shortly after 9:35 a.m. John Ehrlichman told 

Acting FBI Director Gray that John Dean would be handling an inquiry 
into Watergate for the White House and that Gray should call Dean and 
work closely with him. Gray told Ehrlichman that the FBI was handling 
the case as a "major special with all of our normal procedures in 
effect." At 10:00 a.m. Gray telephoned Dean and arranged to meet 
Dean at 11:30 a.m. in Gray's office. At the meeting they discussed 
the sensitivity of the investigation, and Dean told Gray that Dean 
would sit in on FBI interviews of White House staff members in his 
official capacity as counsel to the President. 
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27. On or about June 22, 1972 John Ehrlichman met with John 

Dean and discussed the contents of Howard Hunt's safe and what to do 
with certain politically sensitive documents. 
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28. On June 22, 1972 FBI agents interviewed Charles Colson in the 
EOB. John Dean was present. When the agents inquired about Howard 
Hunt f s office in the EOB, Dean told them either that he would have to 
check out whether Hunt had an EOB office or that the request to see 
Hunt’s office would have to be checked out. 
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29. On or about June 22, 1972 Acting FBI Director L. Patrick Gray 
met with John Dean. Gray told Dean the FBI had discovered that a 
$25,000 check drawn by Kenneth Dahlberg and four checks totalling 
$89,000 drawn on a bank in Mexico City payable to Manuel Ogarrio had 
been deposited in a Miami, Florida bank account of Bernard Barker, 
one of the persons arrested on June 17, 1972 at the DNC headquarters 
in the Watergate. Gray and Dean discussed the FBI’s alternative 
theories of the Watergate case, including the theory that the break-in 
was a covert operation of the CIA. Either that same day or the following 
morning Dean reported to Haldeman on his meeting with Gray, and 
Haldeman in turn transmitted the essence of the report to the President. 
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30. On June 22, 1972 the President held a press conference. He 
was asked whether he had made an investigation to determine whether 
there was a direct link between the people who bugged the DNC headquarters 
and the White House. The President said: 

Mr. Ziegler and also Mr. Mitchell, speaking for 
the campaign committee, have responded to questions on 
this in great detail. They have stated my position 
and have also stated the facts accurately. 

This kind of activity, as Mr. Ziegler has indi- 
cated, has no place whatever in our electoral process, 
or in our governmental process. And, as Mr. Ziegler 
has stated, the White House has had no involvement 
whatever in this particular incident. 

As far as the matter now is concerned, it is 
under investigation, as it should be by the proper 
legal authorities, by the District of Columbia Police, 
and by the FBI. I will not comment on those matters, 
particularly since possible criminal charges are 
involved . 
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31. On June 23, 1972 H. R. Haldeman met with the President and 
informed the President of the communication John Dean had received from 
Acting FBI Director Gray. The President directed Haldeman to meet with 
CIA Director Richard Helms, Deputy CIA Director Vernon Walters and John 
Ehrlichman. Haldeman has testified that the President told him to ascertain 
whether there had been any CIA involvement in the Watergate affair and whether 
the relationship between some of the Watergate participants and the 
Bay of Pigs incident was a matter of concern to CIA. The President 
directed Haldeman to discuss White House concern regarding possible disclosure 
of covert CIA operations and operations of the White House Special Inves- 
tigations Unit (the "Plumbers"), not related to Watergate, that had 
been undertaken previously by some of the Watergate principals. The 
President directed Haldeman to ask Walters to meet with Gray to express 
these concerns and to coordinate with the FBI, so that the FBI's inves- 
tigation would not be expanded into unrelated matters that could lead 
to disclosure of the earlier activities of the Watergate principals. 
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32. 


In the early afternoon of June 23, 1972 John Mitchell, Campaign 


Director of CRP, met with Maurice Stans, Chairman of FCRP, in Mitchell’s 
office. They discussed the Dahlberg and the Mexican checks. Stans knew at 
that time that these checks were campaign contributions that Hugh Sloan, 
Treasurer of FCRP, had given to Gordon Liddy to be converted to cash. 
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33. At approximately 1:30 p.m. on June 23, 1972 pursuant to the 
President's prior directions, H. R. Haldeman, John Ehrlichman, CIA 
Director Helms and Deputy CIA Director Walters met in Ehrlichman' s 
office. Helms assured Haldeman and Ehrlichman that there was no CIA 
involvement in the Watergate and that he had no concern from the CIA's 
viewpoint regarding any possible connections of the Watergate per- 
sonnel with the Bay of Pigs operation. Helms told Haldeman and 
Ehrlichman that he had given this assurance directly to Acting FBI 
Director Gray. Haldeman stated that the Watergate affair was creating 
a lot of noise, that the investigation could lead to important people, 
and that this could get worse. Haldeman expressed concern that an 
FBI investigation in Mexico might uncover CIA activities or assets. 
Haldeman stated that it was the President's wish that Walters call on 
Gray and suggest to him that it was not advantageous to push the 
inquiry, especially into Mexico. According to Ehrlichman, the Mexican 
money or the Florida bank account was discussed as a specific example 
of the kind of thing the President was evidently concerned about. 
Following this meeting, Ehrlichman advised Walters that 
John Dean was following the Watergate matter on behalf of the White 
House. 
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34. On June 23, 1972 at 1:35 p.m. , Dean telephoned Gray and said 
that Walters would be visiting Gray that afternoon. At 2:34 p.m. on 
the same day Walters met with Gray and discussed the FBI investigation 
of the break-in at the DNC headquarters. Walters stated that if the 
FBI investigation were pursued into Mexico it might uncover some covert 
CIA activities and that the matter should be tapered off with the five 
men under arrest. Gray agreed to hold in abeyance the FBI interview of 
Manuel Ogarrio. Gray has testified that the FBI continued its effort 
to locate Kenneth Dahlberg. Gray reported to Dean the substance of his 
conversations with Walters. 
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35. On June 23, 1972 at 3:00 p.m. Maurice Stans met at the CRP 
offices with Kenneth Dahlberg who, at the request of Stans and Fred 
LaRue, had flown to Washington that day for the meeting. LaRue and 
Stans discussed the check drawn by Dahlberg, the money from which had 
reached the bank account of Bernard Barker. At 5:00 p.m. on the same 
day Dahlberg met with Stans, LaRue and Robert Mardian. 
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36. On or before June 26, 1972 Walters determined that there were 
no CIA sources or activities in Mexico that might be jeopardized by 
FBI investigations of the Ogarrio check in Mexico. On June 26, 1972 
Walters met with John Dean and advised him that there was nothing in 
any of the FBI investigations that could jeopardize or compromise in 
any way CIA activities or sources in Mexico. 
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37. On or about June 27, 1972 John Dean and Fred Fielding, his assistant 
delivered to FBI agents a portion of the materials from Howard Hunt's safe. 


The materials given to the FBI agents included top secret diplomatic dis- 
patches relating to Vietnam. The portion withheld from the FBI agents 
included fabricated diplomatic cables purporting to show the involvement 
of the Kennedy administration in the fall of the Diem regime in Vietnam, 
memoranda concerning the Plumbers unit, a file relating to an investiga- 
tion Hunt had conducted for Charles Colson at Chappaquidick, and two note- 
books and a pop-up address book. 
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38. On June 26 or 27, 1972 Dean met with Walters and asked if there 
was any way the CIA could provide the bail money or pay the salaries of 
the persons arrested in connection with the break-in at the DNC head- 
quarters. Walters said the CIA would do so only on a direct order from 
the President. According to Dean, his proposal to the CIA had previously 
been approved by John Ehrlichman. Dean also has testified that he 
reported to Ehrlichman regarding Walters' negative position on the 
proposal, and that he was asked by Ehrlichman to push Walters a little 
harder. Ehrlichman has denied receiving these reports from Dean. On 
June 28, 1972 at 10:45 a.m. Dean met with Ehrlichman. At 11:30 a.m. 

Dean telephoned Walters and asked Walters to see him in his EOB office. 

At this meeting Walters and Dean discussed the Dahlberg check and the 
Mexican checks, and Dean again asked whether the CIA could do anything 
to stop the FBI investigation of these checks. Walters said there 
was nothing his Agency could do. 
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39. On the morning of June 27, 1972 Gray met with Mark Felt and 
Charles Bates of the FBI to receive a briefing on the latest Watergate 
break-in developments. During that briefing Dean telephoned Gray. 

Gray has testified that in the ensuing conversation he told Dean that 
if Dahlberg continued to evade the FBI, Dahlberg would be called before 
a grand jury. Gray also has testified that he asserted to Dean the 
importance of an aggressive FBI investigation to determine the motive 
and identity of all persons involved. 

On June 27, 1972 CIA Director Helms received a memorandum from 
the Chief of the Western Hemisphere Division of the CIA stating that 
there were no CIA traces on Manuel Ogarrio and that the CIA's last con- 
tact with a person named Kenneth Dahlberg occurred in 1961 and concerned 
the manufacturing of a hearing aid for a high level Peruvian. Later 
that day. Helms told Gray that the CIA had no Interest in Ogarrio. 

Helms confirmed with Gray their plan to meet the following day. 
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40. On June 28, 1972 at 10:25 a.m. Dean telephoned L. Patrick Gray 
about rumors of leaks from the FBI, the material from Hunt's safe, a 
slowdown in the investigation, and the tracing of the Mexican money. 
According to Gray, he may have told Dean during this conversation of 
the meeting he had scheduled with Helms for 2:30 p.m. that day. At 
10:45 a.m. Dean met with John Ehrlichman. At 10:55 a.m. Ehrlichman 
telephoned Gray. Gray has testified that when he returned the call 
at 11:17 a.m., Ehrlichman said, "Cancel your meeting with Helms and 
Walters today; it is not necessary." At 11:23 a.m. Gray called Helms 
to cancel their meeting. Helms asked Gray to call off interviews which 
the FBI had scheduled with two CIA employees . (In July 1971, pursuant 
to a request from Ehrlichman to Deputy CIA Director Robert Cushman, 
the two CIA employees had provided Howard Hunt with disguises, hidden 
cameras, and other material for use in domestic clandestine operations. 
In requesting CIA assistance for Hunt, Ehrlichman had told Cushman 
that Hunt "has been asked by the President to do some special consulting 
work on security problems.") 
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41. On June 28, 1972 Helms wrote a memorandum to Walters stating 
the substance of Helms' conversation with Gray. Helms stated the CIA 
still adhered to Its request that the FBI confine Its Investigation 
to the persons already arrested or directly under suspicion and that 
the FBI not expand Its Investigation Into other areas which might 
eventually run afoul of CIA operations. 
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42. On June 28, 1972 Gray directed that the FBI interview Manuel 
Ogarrio and continue its efforts to locate and interview Kenneth 
Dahlberg. On that evening John Dean telephoned Gray at home and urged 
that, for national security reasons or because of CIA interest, efforts 
to interview Ogarrio and Dahlberg be held up. Gray thereafter cancelled 
the interviews. 
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A3. On June 28, 1972 FBI agents met with Gordon Liddy, in the 
presence of FCRP attorney Kenneth Parkinson, to question Liddy regarding 
the break-in at the DNC headquarters. When Liddy declined to answer 
the agents' questions, he was discharged by FCRP Chairman Maurice 
Stans . 
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44. 


On or about June 28, 1972 John Dean was informed that the FBI was 


attempting to interview Kathleen Chenow, the secretary of David Young and 
Egil Krogh in the White House Special Investigations Unit (the "Plumbers") . 
(The number of a telephone billed to Chenow at her home address but 
located in the EOB was contained in a personal book of telephone numbers 
of Eugenio Martinez and in an address book of Bernard Barker found in 
the Watergate hotel room that had been occupied by certain of the men 
arrested in the DNC headquarters.) Dean has testified that he informed 
John Ehrlichman of problems connected with Chenow' s interview and 
Ehrlichman agreed that before her FBI interview Chenow should be briefed 
not to disclose the activities of Howard Hunt and Gordon Liddy while at 
the White House. On June 28, 1972 Dean telephoned Acting FBI Director 
Gray and requested that Chenow 's interview be temporarily held up for 
reasons of national security. Gray agreed to the request. 
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45. On June 28, 1972 Gray met with John Ehrlichman and John Dean. 
At this meeting Gray was given two folders containing documents which 
he was told had been retrieved from Howard Hunt's safe and had not 
been delivered to FBI agents when the remainder of the contents of 
the safe was delivered on June 27, 1972. Gray was told that these 
documents were politically sensitive, were unrelated to Watergate, 
and should never be made public. Dean did not deliver to Gray the 
two notebooks and pop-up address book that had been found in Hunt's 
safe ; Dean has related that he discovered these items in a file folder 
in his office in late January 1973, at which time he shredded the 
notebooks and discarded the address book. 
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46* On June 30, 1972 the President met with H. R. Haldeman and 
John Mitchell, A portion of their discussion related to the Water- 
gate break-in. 
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47. On July 2, 1972 Fred Fielding, staff assistant to John Dean, 
flew to England, where Kathleen Chenow was vacationing, to bring Chenow 
back to Washington. On or about July 3, 1972 Chenow discussed her 
forthcoming FBI interview with Fielding and Plumbers Unit member David 
Young. Dean and Fielding were present when the FBI interviewed Chenow. 


47.1 
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48. On July 5, 1972 at 5:54 p.m. Acting FBI Director Gray phoned 
Deputy CIA Director Walters and stated that, unless the CIA provided 
by the following morning a written rather than the verbal request to 
refrain from interviewing Manuel Ogarrio and Kenneth Dahlberg, the 
FBI would go forward with those interviews. At 10:05 a.m. on July 6, 

1972 Walters met with Gray and furnished Gray a memorandum indicating 
that the CIA had no interest in Ogarrio or Dahlberg. Gray then ordered 
that Ogarrio and Dahlberg be interviewed. At 10:51 a.m. Gray called 
Clark MacGregor, Campaign Director of CRP, who was with the President 
at San Clemente, California. Gray has testified that he asked MacGregor 
to tell the President that Gray and Walters were uneasy and concerned 
about the confusion during the past two weeks in determining whether 
the CIA had any interest in people whom the FBI wished to interview 
in connection with the Watergate investigation. Gray also has testified 
that he asked MacGregor to tell the President that Gray felt that people 
on the White House staff were careless and indifferent in their use of 
the CIA and FBI, that this activity was injurious to the CIA and the 
FBI, and that these White House staff people were wounding the President. 
MacGregor has denied both receiving this call and the substance of it as 
related by Gray, but has testified to receiving a call from Gray on 
another subject the previous evening or possibly that morning. (By 
letter of July 25, 1973 to Archibald Cox, J. Fred Buzhardt stated that 
the President's logs do not show any conversations or meetings between 
the President and Clark MacGregor on July 6, 1972. The President's 
log for that date shows meetings between the President and MacGregor 
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from 10:40 a.m. to 12:12 p.m. , Pacific time.) At 11:28 a.m. the President 
telephoned Gray. Gray told the President that he and Walters felt that 
people on the President's staff were trying to mortally wound the Presi- 
dent by using the CIA and the FBI. The President responded by instructing 
Gray to continue to press ahead with the investigation. 
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49. In July 1972 Dean obtained from Gray various interview and 
investigative reports of the FBI investigation of the break-in at the 
DNC headquarters. Dean has testified that he showed these reports to 
the attorneys for CRP and to CRP officials. Previously Dean had 
asked Attorney General Kleindienst for access to FBI interview 
reports and Attorney General Kleindienst had refused his request. 
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50. On or about Friday July 28, 1972 a grand jury subpoena was 
served on Maurice Stans, Chairman of FCKP, to testify in connection 
with the investigation of the break-in at the DNC headquarters about 
his knowledge of the purpose for which campaign funds were spent. 

The President requested that John Ehrlichman determine if Stans 
could testify by deposition instead of being subjected to a personal 
appearance before the grand jury. John Dean called Henry Petersen, 
Assistant Attorney General in charge of the Criminal Division, and 
requested that Stans' testimony be taken at the offices of the 
Department of Justice rather than before the grand jury. Petersen 
had previously agreed to this arrangement in the case of testimony 
by members of the White House staff. Petersen told Dean that this 
procedure could not be used for Stans, and Dean reported that response 
to Ehrlichman. On Saturday, July 29, 1972 Ehrlichman called Petersen 
and requested that Stans not be compelled to appear before the grand 
jury. Ehrlichman accused the prosecutors of harassing Stans. On 
Sunday, July 30, 1972 Ehrlichman called Attorney General Kleindienst. 
Ehrlichman reported that Petersen had refused to follow his Instructions. 
The next day Kleindienst, Petersen and Assistant United States Attorney 
Earl Silbert met in Petersen's office. They agreed that Stans would 
be questioned under oath at the Department of Justice and not before 
the grand jury. On August 2, 1972 Stans was questioned in Petersen's 
conference room. According to Stans, in August the President called 
Stans and told him that he appreciated the sacrifice that Stans was 
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making in not answering questions for the press and hoped that he could 
continue to take it. 
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51. John Ehrlichman has testified that on July 31, 1972 Ehrlichman, 
John Dean and Attorney General Kleindienst net and discussed whether 
Jeb Magruder was involved in the break-in at the DNC and that shortly 
thereafter Ehrlichman discussed the meeting with the President. 
Kleindienst has testified he does not recall the meeting. In August, 
1972, after Magruder's testimony before the grand jury investigating 
the break-in at the DNC headquarters. Dean called Assistant Attorney 
General Henry Petersen to find out how Magruder had done when testi- 
fying. Petersen called Assistant United States Attorney Silbert and 
discussed Magruder's testimony. Petersen has testified that he told 
Dean that while Magruder was a very articulate young man, nobody 
believed Magruder's story that he did not know the purposes for which 
campaign funds had been spent. 
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52. At the end of August 1972 John Ehrlichman met with the 
President and discussed what public statements the President should 
make about the White House and CEP involvement in the June 17th break- 
in. The President decided that he would state that there was no in- 
volvement of present White House employees. On August 29, 1972 in 
a press conference the President stated that John Dean, under the 
President's direction, had conducted a complete investigation of all 
leads that might involve any present members of the White House 
staff or anybody in the Government. The President said, "I can say 
categorically that his investigation indicates that no one in the 
White House staff, no one in this Administration, presently employed, 
was involved in this very bizarre incident." John Dean has denied 
conducting that investigation. The President also stated that the 
FBI and the Department of Justice had had the total cooperation of 
the White House and that CRP was continuing its investigation. 
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53. On September 15, 1972 the President met with H. R. Haldeman and 
John Dean. Certain subjects were discussed in the course of the 
September 15, 1972 meeting: 
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Filing of indictment against seven 


Watergate defendants 4-6 

Manner in which Dean has handled 

Watergate matter 17 

Human frailties and bitterness 
between Finance Committee and 

Political Committee 20-21 

Governmental power and political 

opponents 21-25, 35-36 

White House and Watergate 

matter 32-33 
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54. On October 5, 1972 the President held a press conference. 

He stated that the FBI had conducted an Intensive investigation of 
Watergate because "I wanted to be sure that no member of the White 
House staff and no man or woman in a position of major responsibility 
in the Committee for Re-Election had anything to do with this kind 
of reprehensible activity." 
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55. On December 15, 1972 John Ehrlichman met with CIA Director 
Richard Helms, William Colby of the CIA, and John Dean. They discussed 
answers to questions posed by Assistant Attorney General Henry Petersen 
and Assistant U. S. Attorney Earl Silbert. Colby had disclosed on 
November 27 , 1972 to the Federal prosecutors that Ehrlichman was the 
person who had requested CIA assistance for Howard Hunt in 1971. They 
also discussed the materials turned over by the CIA to the Justice 
Department on October 24, 1972. 
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56. On January 8, 1973 former CIA Deputy Director Cushman sent a 
memorandum to John Ehrlichman Identifying as the person who requested 
CIA assistance for Howard Hunt In 1971 one of the following: Ehrlichman, 

Charles Colson or John Dean. On January 10, 1973 after discussions 
with Ehrlichman and Dean, Cushman changed the memorandum to state that 
he did not recall the Identity of the White House person who requested 
assistance for Hunt. 
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57 . Early in 1973 John Dean met with Assistant Attorney General 
Petersen. Petersen showed Dean documents delivered by the CIA to the 
Department of Justice, including copies of the photographs connecting 
Howard Hunt and Gordon Liddy with Dr. Fielding's office. On a second 
occasion prior to February 9, 1973 Dean met with Petersen and discussed 
what the Department of Justice would do if requested by the CIA to 
return materials. Petersen told him that an indication that the 
materials had been sent back to the CIA would have to be made in the 
Department's files. 
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58. On February 9, 1973 Dean called CIA Director James Schlesinger. 
Dean suggested that the CIA request the Department of Justice to return 
a package of materials that had been sent to the Department of Justice 
in connection with the Watergate investigation. Deputy CIA Director 
Walters contacted Dean on February 21, 1973 and refused Dean's request. 
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1. On June 17, 1972 shortly after 2:00 a.m. five persons, including 

James McCord, a security consultant for the Committee for the Re-election 
of the President (CRP) , were arrested in the Watergate headquarters of 
the Democratic National Committee (DNC) . Immediately after the arrests, 
Howard Hunt and Gordon Liddy left the Watergate Hotel. Hunt took with him 
a briefcase belonging to McCord that contained electronic equipment, went 
to his office in the Executive Office Building (EOB) , and withdrew from a 
Safe located in his EOB office $10,000 previously provided to him by Liddy 
for use in case there was a mishap. Hunt placed McCord T s briefcase in 
the safe. In the early morning hours, he delivered the money to an attorney 
on behalf of the five persons arrested at the DNC headquarters. 
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1.1 PAUL LEEPER TESTIMONY 3 MAY 17* 1973 3 1 SSC 96 3 105-06 
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Sergeant Leeper. In the area of the Watergate complex, the White 
House area. 

Mr. Dash. Was that your position on June 17, 1972? 

Sergeant Leeper. Yes, sir. We were working that area. 

Mr. Dash. Now, Sergeant, is the dress that you are presently 
wearing at this committee hearing the type of dress that you usually 
wear in your vocation? 

Sergeant Leeper. No, sir. 

Mr. Dash. WTiat is your usual dress? 

’ Sergeant Leeper. Well, we vary it from an^Yhing from old Army 
shirts, golf jackets, golf hats, casual clothes. I had a pair, on the night 
in question, a pair of blue slacks on, a blue jacket with a university 
written across the front of it, and a golf cap. 

Mr. Dash. And in the police automobile that you use, is this a 
marked automobile or unmarked? 

Sergeant Leeper. No, sir, it is unmarked. 

Mr7DASH. Was that the kind of automobile that you were in on 
June 17, 1972? 

Sergeant Leeper. Yes, sir. 

r p Mr. Dash. Thank you. 

Now, can we first have chart 5. While they are getting the chart, 
Sergeant, can you tell us did there come a time sometime early in the 
morning of or of June 17 or late in the evening, whatever time it 
occurred of June 16, that you received a call to come to the vicinity 
of the Watergate complex in Washington, D.C.? 

Sergeant Leeper. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Dash. What was the nature of that call? 

Sergeant Leeper. Well, the call came out about 0152 hours on the 
morning of the 17th, Saturday, and the call originally came out for 
any scout car, which would be a marked car vehicle in the Police 
Department and official in it to respond to the Watergate, 2600 
Virginia Avenue, to assist a special officer, the official vehicle would 
be a sergeant, lieutenant, or a captain's cruiser. These would be 
, marked vehicles. No one answered that, and the dispatcher, the police 
dispatcher came over the air and asked if there was any TAC unit 
in the area. 

Senator Baker. Any what? 

Sergeant Leeper. They refer to us as casual clothes, tactical squads 
and they have other squads. 

Senator Baker. TAC unit. 

Mr. Dash. Authority for tactical unit. 

Sergeant Leeper. Tactical unit. Yes, sir, and at this time I was 
working in cruiser 727, which is an unmarked police vehicle with 
Officer John Barrett and Officer Carl Shoffler. 

Mr. Dash. Where were you located when you received that call? 
Sergeant Leeper. We were in the area of about K and 30th, 
Washington, D.C. 

L Mr. Dash. How close was it to the Watergate complex? 

Sergeant Leeper. Approximately a minute and a half. 2 minutes 
away. 

Mr. Dash. If you can see the chart which is on the easel, and if 
not. can you go to it, do you recognize the photograph that appears 
on that easel? 

Sergeant Leeper. Yes. sir; it is of the Watergate complex. 
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Senator Baker. Just one second, just a second, I do not mean to 
unduly interrupt counsel, but just so I can keep the continuity in 
my mind, that man across the street was in the Howard Johnson? 

Sergeant Leeper. That is correct. • 

Senator Baker. Where? 

Sergeant Leeper. He was out on the balcony. I did not see him. 
Senator. It was just called to my attention by Officer Shoffler. 

Senator Baker. But you knew he was watching j r ou? 

Sergeant Leeper. Yes, sir. 

Senator Baker. How long did he watch? 

Sergeant Leeper. I do not know, sir. I did not even look over. 
I just 

Senator Baker. You had your guns out? 

Sergeant Leeper. I did not have my gun out but Officer Shoffler 
had his weapon out. 

Senator Baker. And you were on the floor of the DNC, the Demo* 
cratic National Committee? 

Sergeant Leeper. Yes, sir. 

Senator Baker. The balcony outside? 

Sergeant Leeper. Well, it is referred to as the terrace. 

Senator Baker. Who was that fellow? 

Sergeant Leeper. It was later found to be James Baldwin. 

Senator Baker. Do you know how long Baldwin watched? 

Sergeant Leeper. I think from the time we pulled up in front here, 
sir. 

Mr. Dash. All right. Then, what did you do? Did you leave the 
terrace at that time? 

Sergeant Leeper. Yes, sir, we responded back in the area of the 
hallway and we met up again with Officer Barrett down to this area, 
checking the offices that were open as we came down the hallway, and 
we came into this room here through a glass door, Officer Barrett was 
the first man followed by myself and Officer Shoffler. Officer Barrett 
responded up to this area here and I started into this little secretarial 
cubicle here, Officer Shoffler was somewhere in this area and at this 
point I heard Officer Barrett yell: “Hold it, come out.” 

Mr. Dash. Where was that voice coming from? 

Sergeant Leeper. Officer Barrett? 

Mr. Dash. Yes; where was that voice coming from? 

Sergeant Leeper. Right in this area here, Officer Barrett was right 
in this area. At this time I responded back out of the cubicle into this 
cubicle, jumped up on the desk, drawing my weapon and when I 
looked over this glass partition there were rive men standing in front of 
a desk with their hands either raised above their heads or at least 
shoulder high wearing blue surgical gloves. 

Mr. Dash. What, if anything, did you see them doing at the time 
that their hands were up when you had your guns out on them? 

Sergeant Leeper. Some of the gentlemen, sir, had tried to remove 
the gloves by using, you know, taking one hand and trying to throw it 
off with the other. 

Mr. Dash. Did you notice any kind of equipment or paraphernalia 
in and around where you found the men? 

Sergeant Leeper. Yes, sir. One of the men had. was carrying an 
a.w.o.l. bag. an overnight bag, semilarge brown bag with his coat 
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draped over it contained various items, cameras, bulbs, clamps for 
clamping the cameras to the desk, walkie-talkies, things of this sort. 

Mr. Dash. Now, just going down toward the comer there from 
that room where you apprehended the men, the corner toward the 
bottom right corner, go all the way down to the large office in the 
corner there. 

Sergeant Leeper. Right in here, sir. 

Mr. Dash. No; the large office in the corner, the very edge, whose 
office is that? 

Sergeant Leeper. That is the office of the chairman at that time 
of the Democratic Party was Lawrence F. O’Brien. 

Mr. Dash. And was there entrance to that office from or access to 
it from where you found the men you apprehended? 

Sergeant Leeper. Yes, sir. As you can see by the chart, sir, you 
had access to that office. 

Mr. Dash. And next to that office, to the left, whose office was that? 

Sergeant Leeper. That is the deputy chairman, sir, Stanley L. Gray. 

Mr. Dash. Now, you at that point, what did you do with the men 
he apprehended at that point? 

Sergeant Leeper. We ordered them out from behind the desk and 
lined them up along the wall, facing the wall, hands on the wall, feet 
spread apart, and at that time I informed them who we were, they 
were under arrest for burglary and advised them of their rights and at 
- that time, I directed Officer Barrett to begin a systematic search of 
each man. 

Mr. Dash. Did you notice anything unusual about these men wffien 
you arrested them, the way they were dressed? 

Sergeant Leeper. They were well dressed, sir, in either suits, sport 
coats and ties. 

Mr. Dash. Now, do you know the names of those people, did they 
give their names at that time to you? 

Sergeant Leeper. At that time, no, sir. 

Mr. Dash. Did they give any names to you? 

Sergeant Leeper. Later, when they were booked in the precinct, 
taken to headquarters, 2301 L Street, they gave us names which later 
proved to be false names, aliases. 

Mr. Dash. Did you later find out who they were? 

Sergeant Leeper. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Dash. Could you name the persons who you arrested in that 
location by the names that later found out who they were to be? 

Sergeant Leeper. Frank Sturgis, Bernard L. Barker, James 
McCord, Eugenio Martinez, and I think it was Virgil io Gonzales. 

L, Senator Ervin*. Virgilio Gonzales? 

Sergeant Leeper. I believe that is the way he pronounces his name. 

Mr. Dash. Did you accompany them down to the station house? 

Sergeant Leeper. Yes, sir, we sent three of them down in a patrol 
wagon, one was transported, I think Mr. McCord, was transported 
in S3 scout and I transported Mr. Barker in the old clothes TA(J 
unit, the unmarked cruiser. 

Mr. Dash. At a later time did you come back and make any search 
of any room in the Watergate complex? 

Sergeant Leeper. I came hack to the Watergate complex but the 
search was made by the Mobile ('rime Unit. At the time we could 
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a Mr. McCord. I received on retirement in August 1970 the Dis- 
tinguished Service Award for outstanding performance of duty with 
CIA. I received some others. y 

Mr. Dash. Now, prior to } r our arrest, indictment, and conviction 
relating to the Watergate incident, were you ever arrested, charged 
with a crime, or the subject of any complaint or disciplinary pro- 
ceeding in your life? 

Mr. McCord. I have had traffic violations in the Washington 
area; yes, sii. 

Mr. Dash. Is that all? 

Were you an employee of the Committee To Re-Elect the President? 

Mr. McCord. Yes. 

Mr. Dash. What position did you hold and what were your duties? 
■ b Mr. McCord. I came aboard first as a security consultant part 
time in September of 1971. 

Mr. Dash. By the way, how did you get that job? 

Mr. McCord. I was introduced initially by Mr. John Caulfield 
and Mr. Odle, the Director of Administration who testified yesterday, 
and based on that interview was employed part time and then full 
time in January, the first of January 1972, 

Mr. Dash. Now. what were vour duties in that position as security 
chief? 
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Mr. McCord. The duties were essentially the function of the 
protection of the property and the lives of the personnel of the com- 
snittee in that facility there and subsequently in the facility at Miami, 
jFla., that the committee and some of the White House staff would 
occupy during the Republican Convention in August of 1972. The 
duties were primarily thgse of physical security protection of per- 
sonnel security, some document security, and some protective work 
for the family of John Mitchell. 

Mr. Dash. Now, were those duties, and that assignment that you 
have just described under whose direction did you work? 

Mr. McCord. Primarily under the direction of Mr. Robert Odle 
who was my immediate supervisor in the committee. The responsi- 
bility with Mr. Mitchell and his family, I received directions from 
him, from Mrs. Mitchell, from Robert Odle and Mr. Liddy. 

Mr. Dash. Did there come a time when you worked under the 
direction of Gordon Liddy? 

Mr. McCord. Yes, I did. 

Mr. Dash. What was Mr. Liddv's position at that time? 

Mr. McCord. He was at first from December until about March 
19 — December 1971 to about March 1972 — general counsel for the 
Committee To Re-Elect the President. Thereafter he was — occupied 
the same position with the finance committee for the reelection oi the 
President. 

Mr. Dash. When did this arrangement begin or, in which capacity 
did you work under his direction, Mr. McCord, with Air. Liddy? 

Mr. McCord. The first discussions of the arrangements began some- 
time in January 1972. Early January. 

Mr. Dash. Could you briefly state for the committee, Air. McCord, 
what it was that Air. Liddy wanted } r ou to do? 

Mr. McCord. I can give a bit of a background if you want that. 
When he first came aboard the committee in December 1971 he began 
to— we struck up an acquaintance, we had had a contact on it, and 
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Mr. Dash. All right now, Mr. Hunt, with regard to the Democrat 
Convention in Miami, did you give any assignments to Mr. Barker? 

Mr. Hunt. I did. 

Mr. Dash. And what, if any, assignment did you give Mr. Barker? 

Mr. Hunt. We are speaking now only of the Democratic Convention. 

Mr. Dash. Democratic. 

Mr. Hunt. Mr. Barker’s principal assignment was to develop a net- 
work of informants along the Miami Beach hotel complex who could 
report to us concerning campaign developments, convention develop- 
ments, policies of individual Democratic candidates. 

Mr. Dash. Did he also have an assignment to procure a houseboat 
as a base for electronic surveillance ? 

Mr. Hunt. Yes. 

Mr. Dash. And did he also have an assignment to recruit some per- 
sons who might be disreputable looking young men, hippies, to pose as 
McGovern supporters? 

Mr. Hunt. Yes. 

Mr. Dash. What were they supposed to do ? 

Mr. Hunt. They were supposed to demonstrate in front of the Doral 
Hotel some evening and behave outrageously to bring discredit upon 
the bulk of the useful McGovern supporters. 

Mr. Dash. Now, Mr. Hunt, I think you, in fact, did participate in the 
break-in of the Democratic National Committee headquarters at the 
Watergate on or about May 27, 1972, is that not true ? 

Mr. Hunt. I do not know if the word “participate” embraces it 

Mr. Dash. You did not make an entry yourself ? 

Mr. Hunt. No, sir. I participated in it. 

Mr. Dash. And is it not true that you recruited Mr. Barker to bring 
up the team of Cuban- Americans to assist in this plan ? 

Mr, Hunt. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Dash. And is it true that it was his job to engage in photograph- 
ing Democratic Party documents ? 

Mr. Hunt. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Dash. Now, it is true, is it not, that you also participated in the 
I second break-in, using the “participating” as you indicated before 
that you definitely did not break in the Democratic National Commit- 
tee headquarters on June 18, 1972 ? 

Mr. Hunt. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Dash. Where were you situated when the entry team was 
arrested ? 

Mr, Hunt. In room 214 of the Watergate Hotel, which is another 
building. 

Mr. Dash. What did you do immediately after you were made aware 
that an arrest had taken place? 

Mr. Hunt. I closed up Mr. McCord’s briefcase, which contained elec- 
tronic equipment, and with Mr. Liddy, we left the premises. I drove 
to the White House, where I inserted the briefcase belonging to Mr. 
McCord, into my two-drawer safe. I went — I believe I called Mr. 
Douglas Caddy’s apartment, he being an attorney. 

Mr. Dash. Who is Mr. Caddy? 

Mr. Hunt. Mr,, Douglas Caddy, an attorney and a former employee 
of the Mullen Co., and asked him if he could receive me at that early 
hour of the morning. 
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Mr. Dash. Did you take u ny money out of the safe ? 

Mr. Hunt. Yes, sir, I did. 

Mr. Dasii. How much ? 

Mr. Hunt. I took out $10,000. 

Mr. Dash. Where did you get that money ? 

Mr. Hunt. That was contingency money that had been provided me 
by Mr. Liddy. 

'Mr. Dash. Contingency just in case there was this kind of trouble? 

Mr. Hunt. Yes, sir ; in case there was a mishap. 

Mr. Dash. What did you do with that money ? 

Mr. Hunt. I took it during the course of the early morning to Mr. 

Caddy’s apartment and gave it to him on behalf of the five men who 
had been arrested. 

Mr. Dash. Did you make an analysis or review of the contents of 
you r safe at that time or a later time ? 

Mr. Hunt. No, sir ; not at that time. 

Mr. Dash. When did you, if you did ? 

Mr. Hunt. Excuse me. 

Mr. Dash. Mr. Hunt, this might help you. Do you recall returning 
to your office at the EOB and looking through the contents of your 
safe ? 

Mr. Hunt. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Dash. And do you recall that that was on or about June 19, 

1972? 

Mr. Hunt. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Dash. Just very briefly, can you describe the contents of your 
safe at that time, what you had in there? 

Mr. Hunt. Well, there was a great deal of material, Mr. Dash. 

Mr. Dash. Just by category. 

Mr. Hunt. There were the fabricated Vietnamese cables that I had 
shown to Mr. Colson, Mr. Conein, and Mr. Lambert. There was mate- 
rial relating to Gemstone; there were transcripts of my conversations 
with Mr. Clifton De Motte, for example. There was a very substantial 
amount of material, part of which was shown me at the time of dis- 
covery by the U.S. attorney — perhaps I am not being responsive. 

Mr. Dash. Yes, you are being responsive. Did it also include the 
briefcase which included Mr. McCord’s electronic equipment? 

Mr. Hunt. Oh, yes ; that was there. 

Mr, Dash. Now, did you inform anyone on that day of the contents 
of your safe? 
if r. Hunt* I did. 

Mr. Dash. Who was that ? 

Mr. Hunt. Mr. Colson’s secretary. 

Mr. Dash. What is her name? 

Mr. Hunt. Her name was Mrs. Joan Hall. 

Mr. Dash. Did you characterize or say anything about the contents? 

Mr. Hunt. Yes, sir; I did. 

Mr. Dash. What did you say? 

Mr. Hunt. Before I left the White House for the last time, I stopped 
by Mr. Colson’s office, not to see him but simply to inform Mrs. Hall, 
whom I knew held the combination to my safe, that it contained sensi- 
tive material. I simply said to her, “I just want you to know that that 
safe is loaded.” 
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2. At the time of the arrests at the Watergate headquarters of the 

DNC, electronic surveillance and photographic equipment and approximately 
$1,500 in cash were found in the possession of the persons arrested. A 
subsequent search of rooms in the Watergate Hotel that had been rented 
under alias names used by certain of the persons arrested produced a 
directory containing a White House telephone number for Howard Hunt, a 
check drawn by E. Howard Hunt, and 32 sequentially numbered $100 bills. 
(These bills had been received from a Florida bank into which Barker 
had deposited five checks contributed to the President’s re-election 
campaign. Four of these checks totalling $89,000 had been drawn on a 
Mexican bank payable to Manuel Ogarrio, a Mexican lawyer. The fifth 
check totalling $25,000 had been drawn by Kenneth Dahlberg. These 
checks had been delivered to Gordon Liddy by FCRP Treasurer Hugh Sloan 
to be converted into cash.) 
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Sergeant Leeper. In the area of the Watergate complex, the White 
House area. 

Mr. Dash. Was that your position on June 17, 1972? 

Sergeant Leeper. Yes, sir. We were working that area. 

Mr. Dash. Now, Sergeant, is the dress that you are presently 
wearing at this committee hearing the type of dress that you usually 
wear in your vocation? 

Sergeant Leeper. No, sir. 

Mr. Dash. What is your usual dress? 

Sergeant Leeper. Well, we vary it from anything from old Army 
shirts, golf jackets, golf hats, casual clothes. I had a pair, on the night 
in question, a pair of blue slacks on, a blue jacket with a university 
written across the front of it, and a golf cap. 

Mr. Dash. And in the police automobile that you use, is this a 
marked automobile or unmarked? 

Sergeant Leeper. No, sir, it is unmarked. 

Mr. Dash. Was that the kind of automobile that you were in on 
June 17, 1972? 

Sergeant Leeper. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Dash. Thank you. 

Now, can we first have chart 5. While they are getting the chart, 
I Sergeant, can you tell us did there come a time sometime early in the 

’ morning of or of June 17 or late in the evening, whatever time it 

occurred of June 16, that you received a call to come to the vicinity 
of the Watergate complex in Washington, D.C.? 

Sergeant Leeper. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Dash. WTiat was the nature of that call? 

Sergeant Leeper. W r ell, the call came out about 0152 hours on the 
morning of the 17th, Saturday, and the call originally came out for 
any scout car, which would be a marked car vehicle in the Police 
Department and official in it to respond to the Watergate, 2600 
Virginia Avenue, to assist a special officer, the official vehicle would 
be a sergeant, lieutenant, or a captain's cruiser. These would be 
marked vehicles. No one answered that, and the dispatcher, the police 
dispatcher came over the air and asked if there was any TAG unit 
in the area. 

Senator Baker. Any what? 

Sergeant Leeper. They refer to us as casual clothes, tactical squads 
and they have other squads. 

Senator Baker. TAG unit. 

Mr. Dash. Authority for tactical unit. 

Sergeant Leeper. Tactical unit. Yes, sir, and at this time I was 
working in cruiser 727, which is an unmarked police vehicle with 
Officer John Barrett and Officer Carl Shoffler. 

Mr. Dash. WTiere were you located when you received that call? 

Sergeant Leeper. We were in the area of about Iv and 30th, 

L Washington, DC. 

Mr. Dash. How close was it to the Wuitergate complex? 

Sergeant Leeper. Approximately a minute and a half, 2 minutes 
away. 

Mr. Dash. If you can see the chart which is on the easel, and if 
not, can you go to it, do you recognize the photograph that appears 
on that easel? 

Sergeant Leeper. Yes, sir; it is of the Whitergate complex. 
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Senator Baker. Just one second, just a second, I do not mean to 
unduly interrupt counsel, but just so I can keep the continuity in 
my mind, that man across the street was in the Howard Johnson? 

Sergeant Leeper. That is correct. 

Senator Baker. Where? 

Sergeant Leeper. He was out on the balcony. I did not see him, 
Senator. It was just called to my attention by Officer Shoffler. 

Senator Baker. But you knew he was watching you? 

Sergeant Leeper. Yes, sir. 

Senator Baker. How long did he watch? 

Sergeant Leeper. I do not know, sir. I did not even look over. 

I just 

Senator Baker. You had your guns out? 

Sergeant Leeper. I did not have my gun out but Officer Shoffler 
had his weapon out. 

Senator Baker. And you were on the floor of the DNC, the Demo- 
cratic National Committee? 

Sergeant Leeper. Yes, sir. 

Senator Baker. The balcony outside? 

Sergeant Leeper. Well, it is referred to as the terrace. 

Senator Baker. Who was that fellow? 

Sergeant Leeper. It was later found to be James Baldwin. 

Senator Baker. Do you know how long Baldwin watched? 

Sergeant Leeper. I think from the time we pulled up in front here, 
sir. 

Mr. Dash. All right. Then, what did you do? Did you leave the 
terrace at that time? 

Sergeant Leeper. Yes, sir, we responded back in the area of the 
hallway and we met up again with Officer Barrett down to this area, 
checking the offices that w’ere open as we came down the hallway, and 
we came into this room here through a glass door, Officer Barrett was 
the first man followed by myself and Officer Shoffler. Officer Barrett 
responded up to this area here and I started into this little secretarial 
cubicle here, Officer Shoffler was somewhere in this area and at this 
point I heard Officer Barrett yell : “Hold it, come out.” 

Mr. Dash. Where was that voice coming from? 

Sergeant Leeper. Officer Barrett? 

Mr. Dash. Yes; where was that voice coming from? 

Sergeant Leeper. Right in this area here, Officer Barrett was right 
in this area. At this time I responded back out of the cubicle into this 
cubicle, jumped up on the desk, drawing my weapon and when I 
looked over this glass partition there were five men standing in front of 
a desk with their hands either raised above their heads or at least 
shoulder high wearing blue surgical gloves. 

Mr. Dash. What, if anything, did you see them doing at the time 
that their hands w T ere up when you had your guns out on them? 

Sergeant Leeper. Some of the gentlemen, sir, had tried to remove 
the gloves by using, you know, taking one hand and trying to throw it 
off with the other. 

Mr. D ash. Did you notice any kind of equipment or paraphernalia 
in and around where you found the men? 

Sergeant Leeper. Yes, sir. One of the men had, was carrying an • 
a.w.o.l. bag, an overnight bag, semilarge brown bag with his coat 
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draped over it contained various items, cameras, bulbs, clamps for 
clamping the cameras to the desk, walkie-talkies, things of this sort. 

Mr. I)ash. Now, just going down toward the corner there from 
that room where } r ou apprehended the men, the comer toward the 
bottom right corner, g6 all the way down to the large office in the 
comer there. 

Sergeant Deeper, Right in here, sir. 

Mr. Dash. No; the large office in the corner, the very edge, whose 
office is that? b _ . 

Sergeant Deeper. That is the office of the chairman at that time 
of the Democratic Party was Lawrence F. O’Brien. 

Mr. Dash. And was there entrance to that office from or access to 
it from where j’ou found the men you apprehended? 

Sergeant Deeper. Yes, sir. As you can see by the chart, sir, you 
had access to that office. 

Mr. Dash. And next to that office, to the left, whose office was that? 

Sergeant Leeper. That is the deputy chairman, sir, Stanley L. Gray. 

Mr. Dash. Now, you at that point, what did you do with the men 
he apprehended at that point? 

Sergeant Leeper. We ordered them out from behind the desk and 
lined "them up along the wall, facing the wall, hands on the wall, feet 
spread apart, and at that time I informed them who we were, they 
were under arrest for burglary and advised them of their rights and at 
that time, I directed Officer Barrett to begin a systematic search of 
each man. 

Mr. Dash. Did you notice anything unusual about these men when 
you arrested them, the way they were dressed? 

Sergeant Leeper. They were well dressed, sir, in either suits, sport 
coats and ties. 

Mr. Dash. Now, do you know the names of those people, did they 
give their names at that time to you? 

Sergeant Leeper. At that time, no, sir. 

Mr. Dash. Did they give any names to you? 

Sergeant Leeper. Later, when the} r were booked in the precinct, 
taken to headquarters, 2301 L Street, they gave us names which later 
proved to be false names, aliases. 

Mr. Dash. Did you later find out who they were? 

Sergeant Deeper. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Dash. Could you name the persons who you arrested in that 
location by the names that later found out who they were to be? 

Sergeant Leeper. Frank Sturgis, Bernard L. Barker, James 
McCord, Eugenio Martinez, and I think it was Virgil io Gonzales. 

Senator Ervin. Virgilio Gonzales? 

Sergeant Leeper. I believe that is the way he pronounces his name. 

Mr. Dash. Did you accompany them down to the station house? 

Sergeant Deeper. Yes, sir, we sent three of them down in a patrol 
wagon, one was transported, I think Mr. McCord, was transported 
in 83 scout and I transported Mr. Barker in the old clothes TAG 
unit, the unmarked cruiser. 

Mr. Dash. At a later time did you come back and make any search 
of any room in the Watergate complex? 

Sergeant Deeper. I came hack to the Watergate complex but the 
search was made by the Mobile Crime Lint. At the time we could 
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get in touch with them they handled all the searching of the rooms 
and all the fingerprinting and processing. 

Mr. Dash. What rooms were searched? 

Sergeant Leeper. Well, the Mobile Crime did a search of the 
whole complex — sixth floor complex. The conference room, all these 
rooms along here. 

Mr. Dash. Were there any other rooms in the hotel or any other 
place of the complex that was also searched? 

Sergeant Leeper. Yes, sir. We obtained search warrants at about 
2:30 in the afternoon, that would be Saturday afternoon on June 17, 
and went into rooms 214 and 314 of the Watergate Hotel. 

Mr. Dash. What led you to get such search warrants? 

Sergeant Leeper. Well, we checked the guests, the register, to see 
who was registered at the Watergate and I think they also checked 
the Howard Johnsons across the street and some of the fictitious 
names these gentlemen had used were on the register of the Watergate 
Hotel 

Mr. Dash. Could you say briefly what, if anything, was found in 
the search of that hotel? 

Sergeant Leeper. More electrical equipment, more blue surgical 
gloves, about $4,200 in $100 bills, all in sequence, all brand new $100 
bills; some electronic equipment. I guess that is it. 

Mr. Dash. Sergeant, could you shed any light — were you present 
or do you have any knowledge of any check that was found on any 
one of these defendants or notebooks that had the name, E. Howard 
Hunt? 

Sergeant Leeper. I was on the search team that went into room 214 
of the Watergate Hotel. It was myself and Detective Robert Dennell 
of our Department, Carl Shoffler, an agent from the Washington 
field office of the FBI; and also one of the men from Mobile Crime, 
Don Cheny, assisted us. At that time, it was called to my attention 
that they did find a book with the name 

Mr. Dash. Found what, sir? 

Sergeant Leeper. A small notebook, as you described it, with the 
names that you had brought out in it. 

Mr. Dash. The name E. Howard Hunt? Is that the name? 

Sergeant Leeper. I believe it said, “E. Hunt, W.H.”, on it, sir. 

Mr. Dash. Are you aware of finding on the person of any defendant 
or anyone in the room any check that was signed by Mr. Hunt? 

Sergeant Leeper. No, sir, not to my knowledge. 

Mr. Dash. Did you do anything else that evening or that morning 
or the following day with regard to the defendants? 

Sergeant Leeper. Well, I was at the second district headquarters 
when we began processing these men for court. I did not do actually 
any of the paperwork. We were assisted by some detectives, and 
Officer Barrett stayed on the scene out at the Watergate. He was 
trying to get in touch with somebody from the Democratic National 
Committee and later, Mr. Stanley Greigg came down. He was brought 
to the station with Officer Barrett, at which time, he was shown the 
five defendants to see if they had any right to be in the building, be 
in that area, the sixth floor, at which time he stated they did not. 

Mr. Dash. At the time of the arrest, did you notice whether any 
of those persons apprehended were employed or had any relationship 
with the Committee for the Re-Election of the President? 
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Sergeant Leeper. No, sir. 

Mr. Dash. Did you learn at any time that any of them did? 

Sergeant Leeper. Well, after it hit the wire services and the press 
started picking it up, yes, sir. 

Mr. Dash. You learned it from the press? 

Sergeant Leeper. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Dash. I have no further questions. 

Did you find any money on any of the indiv duals that were 
apprehended? 

Sergeant Leeper. Yes, sir, we found quite a bit of money— well, 
not quite a bit. I would say about $3,600, all in $100 bills, all in the 
same sequence. 

Mr. Dash. Was it $3,600? 

Sergeant Leeper I could give you a close estimate, like 

Mr. Dash. Would you leave the chart now and go back to the table? 

Now, would you refer to your records and give us a more specific 
statement as to the amount of money you found on any of the indi- 
viduals and also in the hotel room? 

Sergeant Leeper. Also, from the defendant, Edward Joseph 
Hamilton, which would be Frank Sturgis, was approximately $215 in 
bills. From the defendant Frank Carter, which would be Bernard 
Barker, was approximately $230 in bills, two of which were $100 bills, 
and also Sturgis, two of the $250 he had was in $100 bills. 

From the defendant Jean Valdez was $814 in bills, seven of which 
were $100 bills. 

Mr. Dash. Who is Valdez? 

Sergeant Leeper. That would be Martinez, Eugenio Martinez. 

Mr. Dash. From Earl Godoyn was $230 in bills, He would be, his 
real name would be Virgilio Gonzalez, was $230 in bills, two of which 
were $100 bills. 

From Mr. McCord, using the alias of Edward Joseph Warren, 
no money was found on him. 

: Mr. Dash. Are you acquainted with how much money was found in 
the room, when the room was searched in the hotel, the apartment in 
Watergate? 

Sergeant Leeper. Yes, sir, there was $3,566.58. There was four 
packs of brandnew $100 bills, eight in a pack, so it would be $3,200 in 
$100 bills, all in the same sequence. 

Mr. Dash. Did you or someone make a record of the serial numbers 
of those bills? 

Sergeant Leeper. Yes, sir, the Mobile Crime, which was Don 
Cherry, was on the scene with us. 

Mr. Dash. Would you provide the committee with a list if we do 
not already have it of those numbers? It is not necessary to read them 
at this point in the record. 

Sergeant Leeper. Yes, sir. 

[The list of serial numbers on $100 bills requested of the witness 
follows :] 

C 03642257 A through C 03642264 A. 

F 02457423 A through F 02457430 A. 

L F 02457433 A through F 02457440 A. 

F 02457503 A through F 02457510 A. 


35-780 0 - 74 -7 
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Exhibit No. 143 

CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY 

Washington, H.C, 20505 


7 July 1972 

MEMORANDUM FOR: The Acting Director 

Federal Bureau of Investigation 

SUBJECT : Evcrcltc Howard Hunt, Jr, 


l'. This memorandum is forwarded in connection with our 
memorandum of 5 July on Subject in response to your request of 
30 June 1972 for information as to any other aliases or documen. 
tation issued Subject by this Agency, 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

Holding a Criminal Term 


J H.i c !;! OPEN COURT 

ui.u i s vsrc 


JAMES K. DAVE i , Clark 


- Crand Jury Sworn in on June 5, 1972 

The United States of America 


Criminal No. \ 
Grand Jury Original 


George Gordon Liddy, 

also known as: Gordon Liddy and 
George F. Leonard 
Evere tts Howard Hunt, Jr., 
also known as; Howard Hunt, 

Edward L. Warren and 
Edward J. Hamilton 
James W. McCord, Jr., 

also known as: Edward J. Warren and 
Edward J . Martin 
Bernard L. Barker, 

also known as: Frank or Fran Carter 
Eugenio R. Martinez, 

also known as: Gene or Jene Valdes 
Frank A. Sturgis, 

also known as:Frank Angelo Fiorini, 

Edward J , Hamilton , 

Joseph DiAlberto or 
D *Alber to 

Virgilio R. Gonzalez, 

also known as: Raul or Raoul Godoy 

L or Goboy 

The Grand Jury charges ; 

FIRST COUNT: 

1. At all times material hereto the Democratic National 
Committee, an unincorporated association, was the organization 
responsible for conducting the affairs of the Democratic Party 
of the United States. 

2. At all times material hereto the Democratic National 
Committee had Its offices and headquarters at 2600 Virginia 
Avenue, N.W. , Washington, D.G. 

3. At a.l times material hereto George Gordon Liddy, 
also known as Gordon Liddy and George F. Leonard and herein- 
after referred Lo as defendant Liddy, was employed as counsel 
for the Finance Committee to Re-Elect the President located at 
1701 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W., Washington, D.C. 


Violation: 13 U.S. Cede 
371, 2511 

22 D.C. Code 
1801(b) , 

23 D.C. Code 
543(a) 

(Conspiracy; Interception 
of Oral and Wire Communi- 
cations; Second Degree 
Burglary; Unlawful 
Possession Intercepting 
Devices) 


and 


i_ 
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2. On or about May 5 , 1972, and continuing through 
about May 28, 1972, Room 419 at the Howard Johnson’s Motor 
Lodge, located at 2601 Virginia Avenue, N.W., Washington, 

D.C. was rented or leased by the defendant McCord in the 
name of McCord Associates. 

3. On or about May 8, 1972, the defendant Liddy made 
a telephone call from the District of Columbia to the de- 
fendant Barker at Barker Associates, Inc. 

4. On or about May 10, 1972, in Rockville, Maryland, 
the defendant McCord purchased a Receiving System for 
McCord Associates, Inc., for which he paid $3,500 in cash, 
a device capable of receiving intercepted wire and oral 
communica tions . 

5. On or about May 17, 1972, the defendant Barker made 
two telephone calls from Barker Associates, Inc. to the de- 
fendant Liddy at the Finance Committee to Re-Elect the President 
and two calls to the defendant Hunt within the District of 
Columbia . 

6. On or about May 19, 1972, the defendant Hunt made 
one telephone call from the District of Columbia to the 
defendant Barker at Barker Associates, Inc. and one telephone 
call from the District of Columbia to the defendant Barker 

at his residence. 

7. On or about May 22, 1972, the defendant Barker -~ 
using the alias of Fran Carter, the defendant Martinez -- using 
the alias of G. Valdes, the defendant Sturgis -- using the 
alias of Joseph DiAlberti, and the defendant Gonzalez -- 

using the alias of Raul Goboy, traveled from Miami, Florida, 
to Washington, D.C. 

8. On May 26, 1972, the defendant Liddy -- using the 
alias of George F. Leonard, the defendant Hunt -- using the 
alias of Edward L. Warren, the defendant Barker -- using the 
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alias of Frank Carter, the defendant Martinez -- using the 
alias of Gene Valdes, tine defendant Sturgis -- using the 
alias Joseph D 'Alberti, and the defendant Gonzalez -- using 
the alias P^aul Godoy, registered at the Watergate Hotel at 
2650 Virginia Avenue, N.W. , Washington, D.C. 

9. On or about May 26, 1972, within the District of 
Columbia, the defendants Liddy, Hunt and McCord met. 

10. On or about May 27, 1972, within the District of 
Columbia, the defendants Liddy, Hunt, and McCord inspected, 
surveyed, and reconnoitered the headquarters of Senator 
George McGovern at 410 First Street, S.E. 

11. On or about May 29, 1972, and continuing through 
June 17, 1972, Room 723 at the Howard Johnson's Motor Lodge, 
located at 2601 Virginia Avenue, N.W. , Washington, D.C. was 
rented and leased by the defendant McCord in the name of 
McCord Associates . 

12. On or about June 5, 1972, the defendant Hunt made 
a telephone call from within the District of Columbia to 
the defendant Barker at Barker Associates, Inc. 

13. On or about June 11-15, 1972, within the District 
of Columbia, the defendants Liddy, Hunt and McCord met and 
the defendant Liddy gave the defendant McCord about $1,600 
in cash. 

14. On or about June 12, 1972, in Miami, Florida, the 
defendants Martinez and Sturgis purchased surgical gloves. 

15. On or about June 13, 1972, and June 15, 1972, in 
Miami, Florida, the defendant Martinez purchased film and 
other photographic equipment. 
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."RCPOLUAH POLICE 

WASHitf IT On, D. C v 

SUPPLEMENTARY EVIDENCE REPORT 


1. DATE OP THIS REPORT 


2. COMPLAINANT'S NAME j 

Democratic National Committee 

3. LOCATION OF OFFENSE 

Watergate/2500 Va. Ave NW 

A. OFFENSE 

Burglary II 

5. DATE Cr OFFENSE 

6-17-72 

6. M C 5 NO. 

12830 

7. C.C.R. NO. 

316-832 


BELOW ARE THE RESULTS OF THE EXAMINATIONS CONDUCTED BY THE IDENTIFICATION SECTiON 


The below listed property recovered on Search Warrant by Detective Robert 
Denell, CID in room #214 of the Watergate Hotel on 6-17-72 and turned over 
: :to Technician Larry Muncy of the Mobile Crime Laboratory 6-20-72 at 0815 hrs. 

ITEMS: 

>#167 One black with white metal trim ^Samsonite" attache case. 

(The attache case contained the following:) 

#168 One brown and yellow metal rr bates" list finder, model K, with : ,r PFC 

Donnie Martinez, Co B, 2nd Tank Battallion, Force Troops, Camp Lejeune, 
North Carolina, 28542” written inside the top of the finder. (This item 
is known as a pop-up telephone directory . ) 

#169 One ”1972 Realty Bluebook” with torn out page from desk calendar in same. 
Calendar page dated Monday, August 23rd and Tuesday August 24th, 1971. On 
the August 23rd side is written: "2514 N.W. 122 St.” 




J 

y #170 One green with yellow lettering "Expanded Payment Table for Monthly Mortgage 
N Loans” with business card of ”E. Rolando Martinez” attached to inside front 


• I 


V3 


cover . 


j , j #171 A black vinyl address book with ”L£M Mortgage Co. ,6500 W.4th Ave Suite 6 , 
\i Hialeah, Florida, 822-7520” imprinted on same. In the ”Q” section of the 

book is a diagram of what appears to be a hotel lobby. 


q 


\ V* ^§1 ^ 172 Black leather business card holder containing business cards of ”E. Rolando 


Martinez” and other subjects. 


^j#173 U.S* Airmail Postage stamp holder with” six 11 cent Airmail stamps 6 
2 cent stamps in same. 


f'4# 174 

IU 


A envelope from "Real Estate Directories" addressed to: "Judd Realty of 
Miami", containing real estate listings of the Miami area that are for 
sale . 


fo #175 Envelope containing legal seperation papers of Eugenio Rolando Martinez 
£ and Jean Marie Moleski DeGregorio Martinez. "Case 72-9 2 5 4- J. W.Kehoe” 

( papers had not been signed but was to appear before Judge J.W. Kehoe 
of Dade County, Fla., June 27, 1972) 



n f 


(TSCczt/f 


Sifinaturr^/of Technician Asst grind 



SPY 
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'ROPOUTAil POLICE DEf^^E 
WASHINGTON, D. c! $ 

SUPPLEMENTARY EVIDENCE REPORT 


t. date of this report 


6/20/72 


2. COMPLAINANT': NAM5 


Democratic National Cornmitte 

4. OFFENSE 

Eor^larv II - 


3. LOCATION OF OFFENSE 

Watergate /25QQ Va . Ave. NW , 

5. DATE OF OFFENSE! 6. M C S NO. 7 . C.C.R. NO. 

6/17/72 I 12830 316-832 


BELOW ARE THE RESULTS OF THE EXAMINATIONS CONDUCTED BY THE IDENTIFICATION SECTION 
FROM THE TOP DRAWER OF DRESSER AT LEFT OF DOOR FROM ROOM 214 

#262 A check- in receipt for the Watergate Hotel for room 214 in name of F. 
Carter, IN 6/16, OUT 6/19, Firm Ameritas , 955 SW First, Miami, Fla. 
and, signed by Frank Carter. 

_#263 A check in receipt for the Watergate Hotel for room 214 in name or J. 
^-^Valdez, IN 6/16, OUT 6/19, Firm Ameritas, 955 SW First, Miami, Fla, 
ana signed. 

#264 A black or dark blue small book with "Addresses Telephones" in 
\ yellow lettering on front and on the first page "Bernard L. Barker, 

5229 NW 4th Street, Miami, Fla. 33126,- Office Barker Associated Inc. 

2301 NW 7 St., Suites F & G, Miami, Fla. 33125", book contains various 
i names, addresses and telephone numbers. 

r 

^5^265 A tom out piece of white lined paper headed "Addresses" with name 
^ ^ "Carole Frohman , 865-0255". 

' .#266 A black plastic folder containing (7 ) seven business cards in name of 

r-Y Bernard L. Barker, G.R.I, Realtor. 

Y\V i v 


\ y&26?^ A business card from E. Rolando Martinez, Associate of Barker Associates 

Inc . , Realtors . 

^ y].#268/ v 'A Sears Easy Payment Account Card #45 42313 76571 5 in name of Mr. 

V. j ^ Bernard L. Barker, 5229 NW 4th St., Miami, Fla. 33126. 

v r \i 

v ^#269 ^ A social security card #213-07-0844 in name of Bernard Leon Barker. 

'^j V ?r270 A- -'Florida Operators License _#B62609217097709A in the name of Bernard 
\ ^ V' Leop Barker. 


.j ^vh#271 ^A^Sears Credit Card #45 91613 78290 4 in name of Mr. Bernard L. Barker. 


£ t ^|.#27^' An American Express Credit Card, number 047 252 328 1 800AX in the 

'?? - name of Bernard L. Barker, Barker Associates Inc. 

r n 

re j.i \ 

it L #273 L A'standard Chevron National Travel Credit Card, number 110 319 250 4 
w in name of 'Bernard L. Barker. 


#274 '^A Texaco Travel Credit Card, #19 414 3802 8 in the name of B L Barker. 
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.‘RGPOUTAM POLICE DEff j|tc 
WASHINGTON, D. cSt0 

SUPPLEMENTARY EVIDENCE REPORT 


2. COMPLAIN ANT'S N AM£ 

Democratic National Committee 

*. OFFENSE 

Burglary II 


1. DATE OF THIS REPORT 

- 6/20/72 

3. LOCATION OF OFFENSE 

Watergatc/2600 Va. Ave . NW 

5. DATE OF OFFENSE 6. M C S NO. 7. C.C.R. NO. 

6/17/72 12830 316-832* 


BELOW ARE THE RESULTS OF THE EXAMINATIONS CONDUCTED BY THE IDENTIFICATION SECTION 

#2 76 Phillips 66 Credit Card, number 625 704 761 0 in name of Bernard L. 
Barker. 

§21TSh white envelop'e addressed to Lakewood Country Club, 13901 Glen Mill 
Rd., Rockville, Md. 20850 containing a check with imprinted name E. 
Howard Hunt, check No. 415 payable to Lakewood Country Club, dated 
June 11, 1972 for the amount of $6.36, signed by E. Howard Hunt, 
drawn on the First National Bank of Washington, account number 080 174 7 
and a statement from the Lakewood Country Club, phone 762-5430, 13901 
Glen Mill Road, Rockville, Md. 20850, addressed to E. Howard Hunt, 

C/0 Weybright 6 Talley, 750 Third Ave., New York, NY 10017, account 
number 4374, statement number 287, amount enclosed $6.36, date 5/31/72* 


4 FROM THE TOP OF THE DRESSER, ROOM 214 

v '7 a An Avis Map of Washington, DC and vicinity. 

.•> ! n y 

\ | \I<#279 A Hertz Map of Baltimore, Washington and surrounding area. 

vi 

M ! FROM THE TOP OF THE COFFEE TABLE, ROOM 214 

V.j A piece of yellow lined paper with "Carlo Neil-front Office Manager, 


V-L 


338-:3914-called 6/17/72-received last 6 month-unk-R M . 



<Sj^nA(ur« ot Rovi owing Official 


j" t Signature of Jt ectinician Assigned 
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assist him in his inquiry. I asked Mr. Dean if he would be reporting 
directly to the President or through Mr. Haldeman or Mr. Ehrlichmaiu 
He informed me that he would be reporting directly to the President. 

At this meeting with Mr. Dean there was no discussion of whom 
we were going to interview or where our leads might take the investi- 
gation. We did discuss the scheduling of White House interviews 
through Mr. Dean and his sitting in on the interviews as counsel to 
the President. 

On Thursday, June 22, 1972, after being briefed by Mr. Charles W. 
Bates, Assistant Director, General Investigative Division, regarding 
the latest developments in the Watergate case and undoubtedly as a 
result of information developed at that briefing, I telephoned Director 
Helms of the CIA. I told him of our thinking that we may be poking 
into a CIA operation and asked if he could confirm or deny this. He 
said he had been meeting on this every day with his men, that they 
knew the people, that they could not figure it out but that there was no 
CIA involvement. 

r l met again with Mr. Dean at 6 :3Q p.m. the same day to again discuss 
the scheduling of interviews of White House staff personnel and to 
arrange the scheduling of these interviews directly through the Wash- 
ington field office rather than through FBI headquarters. At this meet- 
ing I also discussed with him our very early theories of the case; 
namely, that the episode was either a CIA covert operation of some 
sort simply because some of the people involved had been CIA people 
in the past, or a CIA money chain, or a political money chain, or a 
pure political operation, or a Cuban right wing operation, or a com- 
bination of any of these. I also told Mr. Dean that we were not zeroing 
in on any one theory at this time, or excluding any, but that we just 
could not see any clear reason for this burglary and attempted inter- 
cept of communications operation. 

I believe that it was at this meeting on June 22 that I told him of 
our discovery of a bank account in the name of Bernard Barker, who 
was arrested in the Watergate burglary, and the fact that a $25,000 
check associated with Kenneth Dahlberg and four checks drawn on a 
Mexican bank payable to Manuel Ogarrio, in the total amount of 
$89,000, were deposited in the Barker account. I do not have a clear 
memory of telling him about my telephone call earlier in the day to 
Director Helms regarding the question of CIA involvement. It is 
likely that I would have discussed the Helms call with him in connec- 
tion with our discussion of the theories of the case, since Mr, Helms 
had informed me that there was no CIA involvement. 

On Friday, June 23, 1972, Mr. Bates met with me again to brief me 
on recent developments. I telephoned Mr. Dean following my meeting 
with Mr. Bates. I am quite certain that this call again involved the 
Barker bank account and the Ogarrio and Dahlberg checks. Either in 
this call or in the meeting of the preceding evening Mr. Dean first 
raised with me the idea that if we persisted in our efforts to investi- 
gate this Mexican money chain we could uncover or become involved 
in CIA operations. I remember telling Mr. Dean in one of these early 
telephone calls or meetings that the FBI was going to pursue all leads 
aggressively unless we were told by the CIA that there was a CIA 
interest or involvement in this case. 
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First Meetixgs With Mr. Gray Regarding the Ixvestigatiox 

I believe that it was on June 21 that I first met with Gray in his 
office in the late morning regarding the FBI's investigation. At that 
meeting he told me he fully realized the sensitive nature of the investi- 
gation they were pursuing and that he had placed his most trusted 
senior people in charge of the investigation. I told Gray that I had 
been asked to be kept informed about the investigation. Mr. Gray 
told me that he had been visiting a number of regional offices and 
would be doing so in the future. Thus, if I needed any information 
I should call Mr. Mark Felt in his absence. I might note at this point 
that indeed Gray was frequently absent from the city during the course 
of the investigation and this irritated Ehrlichman greatly when he 
asked me to get information from Gray and Gray was out of the city. 
On several occasions, in fact, Ehrlichman instructed me to tell Gray 
to return to the city and mind the store. I passed this message to Gray, 
but I cannot recall what prompted Ehrlichman to have me do so at 
this time. 

During my meeting with Gray on June 21 he also told me a man 
by the name of Mr. Bates was heading the investigation. I do not know 
Mr. Bates, and when I reported this back to Ehrlichman and he asked 
me who Bates was, I told him I did not know Bates. I can recall on 
several occasions Ehrlichman asking me if I thought that Gray knew 
what he was doing and if he had the investigation under control. I 
responded that he seemed to be relying on men in whom he had full 
trust. 

““ To the best of my recollection, it was during this June 21 meeting 
with Gray that he informed me that the FBI had uncovered a number 
of major banking transactions that had transpired in the account of 
one of the arrested Cubans — Mr. Barker. He informed me that they 
had traced a $25,000 check to a Mr. Kenneth Dahlberg and four checks 
totaling $89,000 to a bank in Mexico City. 

I do not recall whether I first learned about the Dahlberg check 
from Mr. Gray or whether I learned about it in a meeting in Mitchell’s 
office by reason of the fact that the FBI was trying to contact Mr. 
Dahlberg about the matter and Dahlberg had called Mr. Stans. At 
any rate, the fact that the FBI was investigating these matters was 
of utmost concern to Mr. Stans when he learned of it. Stans was con- 
cerned about the Daldbem check. I was informed, because it was in fact 
a contribution from Mr. Dwavne Andreas, whom I did not know, but 
I was told was a longtime backer of Senator Hubert Humphrey. 
Neither Stans nor Mitchell wanted Mr. Andreas to be embarrassed by 
disclosure of the contribution. The concern about the Mexican money 
was made a little less clear to me. I was told it was a contribution from 
a group of Texans who had used an intermediary in Mexico to make 
the contribution. Although I had not been told. I assumed at that time 
that they were concerned because it sounded to me as if it might have 
been a corporate contribution and clearly a violation of the law. 

Mr. Stans also explained that be bad checked with Sloan to find out 
how this monev had ended un in Mr. Barker** bank account and Sloan 
reported that he had given the chocks to TJddv and reo nested that he 
cash them: He said he had no idea how Liddv had cashed them, but 
surmised that he had obviously used Barker to cash them. I was also 
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told — and I do not recall specifically who told me this — that this money 
had absolutely nothing to do with the Watergate ; it was unrelated and 
it was merely a coincidence of fact that Liddy had used Barker to 
cash the checks and Liddy had returned the money to Sloan. I was told 
that the investigation of this matter which appeared to be connected 
with Watergate but wasn’t, was unfounded and would merely result 
in an unnecessary embarrassment to the contributors. Accordingly, 
Mitchell and Stans both asked me to see if there was anything the 
White House could do to prevent this unnecessary embarrassment. I, 
in turn, related these facts to both Haldeman and Ehrlichman. On 
June 22, at the request of Ehrlichman and Haldeman I went to see 
Mr. Gray at this office in the early evening to discuss the Dahlberg and 
Mexican checks and determine how the FBI was proceeding with these 
matters. Mr. Gray told me that they were pursuing it by seeking to 
interview the persons who had drawn the checks. 

- It was during my meeting with Mr. Gray on June 22 that we also 
talked about his theories of the case as it was beginning to unfold. I 
remember well that he drew a diagram for me showing his theories. At 
that time Mr. Gray had the following theories : It was a setup iob by 
a double agent; it was a CIA operation because of the number of 
former CIA people involved ; or it was someone in the reelection com- 
mittee who was responsible. Gray also had some other theories which 
he discussed, but I do not recall them now, but I do remember that 
those I have mentioned were his primary theories. 

Before the meeting ended, I recall that Gray and I again had a brief 
discussion of the problems of an investigation in the White House. 
Gray expressed his awareness of the potential problems of such an 
investigation and also told me that if I needed any information I 
should call either Mark Felt or himself. Gray also informed me that 
he was going to meet with the CIA to discuss their possible involve- 
ment and he would let me know the outcome of that meeting. 

On June 23 I reported my conversation with Gray of the preceding 
evening to Ehrlichman and Haldeman. We discussed the Dahlberg 
and the Mexican checks and the fact that the FBI was looking for 
answers regarding these checks. I had the impression that either Ehr- 
lichman or Haldeman might have had a conversation with someone 
else about this matter but this was mere speculation on my part at that 
time. 

Within the first days of my involvement in the coverup, a pattern 
had developed where I was carrying messages from Mitchell, Stans, 
and Mardian to Ehrlichman and Haldeman — and vice versa — about 
how each quarter was handling the coverup and relevant information 
as to what was occurring. I was also reporting to them all the informa- 
tion I was receiving about the case from the Justice Department and 
the FBI. I cheeked with Haldeman and Ehrlichman before I did any- 
thing. One of the few sets of early documents evidencing this working 
relationship with Haldeman and Ehrlichman relates to responding to 
Larry O'Brien’s letter of June 21 to the President requesting the 
appointment of a special prosecutor, I have submitted these documents 
to the committee. 

[The documents referred to were marked exhibit Xo. 31-1 7.*] 
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Mr. Sloan. I know Texas, but whether it was just restricted to 
Texas, I am not sure. 

Senator Ervin. You do not know from your own knowledge, of 
course, whether they came from fund raising or whether they came 
from correspondence? 

Mr. Sloan. As I recall, all the checks were individual checks. The 
cash funds — I might explain. There was a listing in the briefcase, the 
total amount which equaled the total amount in the briefcase. Individ- 
ual names were associated with each of those items. 

Senator Ervin. Were any checks brought at that time in addition 
to these four Mexican checks? 

Mr. Sloan. Oh, yes, sir. 

Senator Ervin. I thought that the rest was in cash. Was I mistaken 
in that? 

Mr. Sloan. Yes, sir. I think a large proportion of it was in personal 
checks from contributors. 

Senator Ervin. I would like to hand you a check that purports to 
be drawn on the First Bank and Trust Co. of Boca Raton, a cashier’s 
check, to the order of Kenneth H. Dahlberg.* I hand that to you and 
ask if you can identify that? 

Mr. Sloan. Yes, sir; that appears to be accurate. 

Senator Ervin. When did that check reach the office of the Com- 
mittee To Re-Elect the President? 

Mr. Sloan. I did not know when Secretary Stans received it. I 
believe he turned it over to me sometime in the week following April 7. 

Senator Ervin. This check was not dated, this cashier’s check was 
not dated until April 10, 1972, 3 days after the new law went into 
effect. 

Mr. Sloan. Secretary Stans, in giving that check to me, told me it 
represented pre-April 7 funds. 

Senator Ervin. The committee proceeded upon the advice of Mr. 
Liddy to the effect that if somebody promised them money before 
April 7, or they had agreed to make a disbursement before April 7, 
that that did not have to be reported — is that so? 

Mr. Sloan. I believe that is correct, Senator. 

Senator Ervin. Now, what happened to these four Mexican 
checks 

Mr. Sloan. Senator, excuse me. In response to that other question, 
presumably, Mr. Liddy gave his advice to Secretary Stans. He did not 
specifically give that advice to me. It was represented that way to me 
by Secretary Stans. 

Senator Ervin. In other words, Mr. Stans told you that Mr. 
Dahlberg’s check had been received somewhere under some cir- 
cumstances by somebody before April 7, and, therefore, even though it 
had not reached the committee or any person authorized to receive 
funds on behalf of the committee, that it was received before April 7? 

Mr. Sloan. My understanding was that Mr. Kenneth Dahlberg, 
who was an authorized representative of the committee, had received 
it from Mr. Dwayne Andreas. As to the exact circumstance of that ar- 
rangement, I do not know. 

Senator Ervin. Were not the four Mexican checks and the Dahl- 
berg check deposited in a bank in Miami, Fla.? 

* The document referred to was later marked exhibit No. 25 on p. 631. 
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Mr. Sloan. That is what I understood happened to them, Senator. 
It was certainly not under my instructions. 

Senator Ervin. Can you explain to the committee why the checks 
were transmitted from Washington to Miami and deposited in a bank 
in Miami to the credit of Bernard L. Barker? 

Mr. Sloan. I have no idea, Senator. 

Senator Ervin. Would you not infer from those circumstances that 
somebody that had something to do with the checks did not want 
anybody to know about receiving the checks and wanted to hide them? 

Mr. Sloan. Senator, my understanding when I received them was a 
judgment had been made that they were pre- April 7 contributions 
and, therefore, were not required to be reported. I did turn them over 
to Mr. Liddy to have them converted to cash. He handled them from 
.there. Why he gave them to Mr. Barker, I have no idea. 

Senator Ervin. Well, even though they did not have to be reported, 
can you inform us why, instead of being put in the safe in the com- 
mittee office, why they were sent down to Florida? 

Mr. Sloan. I do not know why they went to Florida, Senator. The 
reason for the conversion of those checks to cash was to attempt to 
comply with the spirit of the old law of distributing an individual's 
contribution in $3,000 increments among pre-April 7 committees. But 
as those bank accounts had been closed out, the only way to do this 
was by converting it to cash and counting that cash as a transfer as 
cash on hand in the Media Committee To Re-Elect the President. It 
was reported in that figure. 

Senator Ervin. I am a little mystified. How could it comply with 
the old law with reference to the receipt of $3,000 or less in cash by 
having $114,000 deposited in the bank account of Bernard L. Barker 
in Miami, Fla.? 

Mr. Sloan. Senator, I do not know any circumstances surrounding 
the deposit of the checks in Mr. Barker's account. That was not my 
intent in turning those checks over to Mr. Liddy. 

Senator Ervin. Who instructed you to turn them over to Mr. 
Liddy? 

Mr. Sloan. I believe I took them to Mr. Liddy in response to the 
conversation of Secretary Stans. He asked me, do we have any prob- 
lem in handling these? I told him I did not know; I would check with 
counsel. His recommended way of handling this was a diversion to 
cash. He offered at that time to handle that transaction for me. It took 
him until mid-May to return those funds to me in cash form, minus 
roughly $2,500 expenditure. 

Senator Ervin. I hate to make comparisons, but I would have to 
say on that, Mr. Liddy in one respect was like the Lord, he moves 
in mysterious ways his wonders to perform. [Laughter.] 

Now, as a matter of fact, do you not know that some of the funds 
that were drawn out, that represented proceeds of these checks 
which were drawn out of the Miami bank on Mr. Barker, were found 
in the possession of some of the people who were caught in the burglary 
at the Watergate? 

Mr. Sloan. I have since learned that; yes, sir. 

Senator Ervin. How long was it after the break-in before you 
learned that? 

Mr. Sloan. I believe not that specific reference, but the fact that 
these men had been found with $100 bills in their possession came out 
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3. At approximately 8:00 a.m. on the morning of the arrests, 

Henry Petersen, the Assistant Attorney General in charge of the 
Criminal Division of the Justice Department, telephoned Attorney 
General Richard Kleindienst at home to tell him of the arrests at 
the DNC headquarters. 

Page 
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Afternoon Session, Tuesday, August 7, 1978 

Senator Ervin. The committee will come to order. 

Counsel will call the first witness. 

Mr. Dash. Mr. Henry E. Petersen. 

Senator Ervin. Mr. Pete i*sen, will you stand up and raise your right 
hand? Do you swear that the evidence you shall give to the Senate 
Select Committee on Presidential Campaign Activities shall be the 
truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Petersen. I do, sir. 

Senator Ervin. You might state your name and occupation and 
residence for the record. 



TESTIMONY OF HENRY E. PETERSEN, ASSISTANT ATTORNEY GEN- 
ERAL, CRIMINAL DIVISION, U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

Mr. Petersen. My name is Henry E. Petersen. I am Assistant Attor- 
ney General in the Criminal Division, U.S. Department of Justice. 
I reside at 916 Daleview Drive, Silver Spring, Md. 

Senator Ervin. Counsel will interrogate the witness. 

Mr. Dash. Mr. Petersen, how long have you been Assistant Attorney 
General in charge of the Criminal Division, Chief of the Criminal 
Division? 

Mr. Petersen. January 1972, 1 believe. 

Mr. Dash. And prior to that appointment, Mr. Petersen, what posi- 
tion did you hold in the Department of Justice? 

Mr. Petersen. Immediately prior to that I was Acting Assistant 
Attorney General for the period October 1971 to January 1972. Prior 
to that, Mr. Dash, I was Deputy Assistant Attorney General in the 
Criminal Division. 

Mr. Dash. When actually did you first join the Department of 
Justice, Criminal Division ? 

Mr. Petersen. I first joined the Department of Justice in 1947. I 
joined the Criminal Division in, I think it was June 1951. 

Mr. Dash. How and when did you first learn of the break-in of the 
Democratic National Committee headquarters at the Watergate on 
June 17, 1972? 

Mr. Petersen. Approximately 8, 9 o’clock in the morning while I 
was at the breakfast table. I received a call from the U.S. Attorney 
Harold Titus of the District of Columbia who advised me that five 
people whose identities even at that point were somewhat in doubt, had 
been arrested at Democratic national headquarters in possession of 
what was considered to be at that time explosive equipment. 

Mr. Dash. Did you follow up on this call ? 

Mr. Petersen. At that point I called the Attorney General at his 
home and told him about it, primarily because I did not know what 
the security arrangements were at the Republican National Commit- 
tee To Re-Elect the President, whatever political office they had, and 
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if indeed persons had intentions of trying to demolish the Democratic 
headquarters I thought the same might be in offing for the Republican 
headquarters and I thought he ought to be forewarned. 

Mr. Dash. Well, how soon did an investigation under the sponsor- 
ship of the Department of Justice begin in tins case ? 

Mr. Petersen. Investigation was underway at that time. Mr. Titus’ 
staff had already been alerted and he had assistants working on the 
matter at that point with the Metropolitan Police Department and the 
FBI who were just coming into it. 

Mr. Dash. Now, what role as Chief of the Criminal Division did you 
play with regard to the U.S. Attorney’s Office investigation? 

Mr. Petersen. A general supervisory role, Mr. Dash- One of the 
early questions I had to decide was the degree of supervision that 
should be involved and since we knew at the close of Saturday, June 
IT, that what we had thought to be explosive devices were electronic 
listening devices, and that an individual named E. Howard Hunt was 
possibly implicated as a result of the fact that some of his checks or 
some information relating to him had been found at the scene, that 
there were immense political repercussions possible. And I decided at 
a very early stage that that investigation ought to be as isolated from 
the political element as it could possibly be. And I suggested that Sir. 
Titus appoint as principal assistant, Earl Silbert, to conduct the in- 
vestigation in his office and report to Mr. Titus and to myself on a 
daily basis, oral reports on a daily basis. 

Mr. Dash. What was your relationship with the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation during the investigation? Did you get any kind of re- 
porting from the FBI ? 

Mr. Petersen. Well, the FBI, of course, reported — their reports to 
the prosecutors, Mr. Silbert and company, were more immediate than 
their reports to me. Their reports to me had to wait the normal process 
of bureaucracy, the preparation of the reports and the submission 
through normal channels, whereas the prosecutor on the scene was 
getting the witness statements almost immediately but the reports 
were coming over to me rather slowly at first, very slowly. As a matter 
of fact, when the publicity developed, with the cooperation of Inspector 
Baldwin I did not have statements in my office. I had to call the Bureau 
and ask them to send it over. They sent a whole package of reports at 
that time. 

Mr. Dash. Was this slow reporting to you or did the prosecutors, 
the U.S. Attorney’s Office, have that report? 

Mr. Petersen. Well, they had the 302, ves. It was just 

Mr. Dash. Just how it came up to your office as Chief of the Crimi- 
nal Division. 

Mr. Petersen. That is correct. I was hearing about it from Mr. 
Silbert. 

Mr. Dash. Now, shortly after the break-in, do you recall receiving 
a telephone call from Mr. Kleindienst who was at the Burning Tree 
Country Club? 

Mr. Petersen. Mr. Kleindienst and I communicated three times on 
Saturday, June 17. The first call I placed approximately at S o’clock 
in the morning. The second call I was about to place when — indeed, 
if I had not heard his testimony or had discussed it with him. I would 
have said I placed the second call but he tells me he did. but in any 
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TESTIMONY OP RICHARD G. KLEINDIENST, FORMER ATTORNEY 

GENERAL 

Mr. Kleindienst. Mr. Chairman, my name is Richard G. Klein- 
dienst. My address is 8464 Portland Place, McLean, Va. 

I do not have a prepared statement, Mr. Chairman. I am here vol- 
untarily to provide to you, the members of the committee, and the 
counsel, whatever information that I have and which you deem to be 
relevant to your investigation. 

Mr. Dash. Mr. Chairman, Mr. David Dorsen, assistant chief counsel, 
will open the questions. 

Mr. Dorsen. Mr. Kleindienst, am I correct that you are presently 
engaged in the private practice of law ? 

Mr. Kleindienst. Yes, sir. After I left the Department of Justice 
I opened up an office in Washington, D.C., and I am a private prac- 
titioner by myself. 

Mr. Dorsen. And you resigned as Attorney General as of April 30, 
1973? 

Mr. Kleindienst. I believe that it was April 30 ; yes, sir. Effective 
upon the qualification and appointment of my successor, 

Mr. Dorsen. Could you please summarize for us briefly your back- 
ground, especially with respect to your positions with the U.S. 
Government ? 

Mr. Kleindienst. I have only had two positions with the U.S. Gov- 
ernment. That was the position of Deputy Attorney General of the 
United States, a position that I believe that I was — commenced around 
February 1969, and the other position that I have had with the U.S. 
Government is the Attorney General of the United States, a position 
that I commenced on or about June 8, 1972. 

Mr. Dorsen. When for the first time did you learn that there was 
electronic surveillance of the Democratic National Committee head- 
quarters at the Watergate? 

Mr. Kleindienst. I learned it for the first time after June 17 when 
the individuals who were at the headquarters were arrested. I don’t 
know whether I learned of the electronic surveillance on Saturday, 
June 17, or sometime in the early part of the next week. 

Mr. Dorsen. But on June 17 you were notified of the fact that there 
had been a break-in ? 

Mr. Kleindienst. At approximately 8 o’clock in the morning, as 
Assistant Attorney General Henry Petersen of the Criminal Division 
of the Department of Justice called me at my home and indicated to 
me that there had been a break-in at the Democratic national head- 
quarters at the Watergate Hotel. All the information that he had at 
that time was that there was a break-in and I believe he said to me it 
looks like it might have been a bombing case. 

The next knowledge of any kind that I had with respect to it came, 
oh, approximately 3% hours after that when I met with Mr. Gordon 
Liddy and Mr. Powell Moore in a section of lockers at the Burning 
Tree Club, which is a golf club in Washington, D.C. 

Mr. Dorsen. How did that come about, Mr. Kleindienst? 

Mr. Kleindienst. The reason I was at the Burning Tree Club, they 
had their annual member-guest golf tournament in which I was a 
participant. I think I was scheduled to tee off for the Saturday round 
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4. On the morning of June 17, 1972 Gordon Liddy telephoned Jeb 

Magruder, Chief of Staff to John Mitchell at CRP, at the Beverly Hills 
Hotel in California. Magruder returned Liddy 1 s call from a pay tele- 
phone. Liddy advised Magruder of the arrests at the DNC headquarters. 
Shortly thereafter, Magruder met with John Mitchell, the Campaign 
Director of CRP, and Fred LaRue, Mitchell's Special Assistant at CRP, 
at the hotel. There was discussion regarding somebody’s contacting 
Attorney General Richard Kleindienst concerning the arrests at 
the DNC headquarters. Later that day, Liddy and Powell Moore, an 
official at CRP, met with Attorney General Kleindienst at the Burning 
Tree Club near Washington, D. C. Liddy told Kleindienst that Mitchell had 
asked him to give Kleindienst a report on the break-in at the DNC head- 
quarters and that some of the persons arrested might be employed by 
either the White House or CRP. Kleindienst called Henry Petersen 
and instructed him not to give special treatment to those arrested at 
the Watergate. Kleindienst told Liddy to leave the premises. 

Page 


4.1 Jeb Magruder testimony, 2 SSC 798 106 

4.2 Fred LaRue testimony, 6 SSC 2284-85. 107 

4.3 Fred LaRue testimony, 6 SSC 2330 109 

4.4 Richard Kleindienst testimony, 9 SSC 3560-62 110 

4.5 John Mitchell testimony, 4 SSC 1662 113 

4.6 Robert Mardian testimony, 6 SSC 2352-53 e 114 


( 105 ) 


4, 1 JEB MAGRUDER TESTIMOM^ JUNE 14, 1973 3 2 SS£ 798 

798 


as I recall I only had one copy of these documents. As I recall, he 
did come over and look over the documents and indicate to me the 
lack of substance to the documents. 

Mr. Dash. Now, in fact, Mr. Magruder, Mr. Liddy, Mr. Hunt, and 
others did go into another break-in of the Democratic National Com- 
mittee headquarters in the early morning hours 'of June 17, 1972. 
Where were you when this occurred ? 

Mr. Magruder. I was in Los Angeles, Calif. 

Mr. Dash. Were you aware that this break-in was to take place? 

Mr. Magruder. No. 

Mr. Dash. With whom were you in California? 

Mr. Magruder. I was with Mr. Mitchell, Mr. LaRue, Mr. Porter, 
Mr. Mardian ; and we had a number of political activities in California 
Jhat weekend. 

Mr. Dash. What took place in Los Angeles when you first learned 
about the break-in? 

Mr. Magruder. Well, I was at breakfast at the Beverly Hills Hotel. 
There were a number of us, probably 8 or 10 of us at breakfast; I 
received a call from Mr. Liddy and he indicated to me I should get to 
a secure phone, and I indicated to him there was no way I can get to a 
secure phone at this time. He indicated there had been a problem the 
night before. I said well, what kind of a problem or something of that 
type, and he indicated that our security chief had been arrested at the 
Watergate, and I said you mean Mr. McCord, and he said yes. I think 
I blanched to say the least, and said, ;i I will call you back immediately 
on a pay phone to get more detail,” and I did that. I went to a pay 
phone and called him back, and he gave me more detail which was 
simply that the five people had been apprehended at the Watergate, 
and that Mr. McCord was among the five. 

Mr. Dash. Now, did you report that back to anybody ? 

Mr. Magruder. Yes, I first talked with Mr. LaRue and indicated the 
problem, and Mr. LaRue then talked to Mr. Mitchell, and then Mr. 
Mitchell and Mr. LaRue and I discussed it again together. We knew 
that Mr. Mardian who was there was a closer friend of Mr. Liddy’s 
than any of us, and Mr. Mitchell asked Mr. Mardian to call Mr. Liddy 
and ask him to see the Attorney General, the current Attorney General, 
Mr. Kleindienst, and see if there was any possibility that Mr. McCord 
could be released from jail. 

Mr. Dash. Do you know what happened as a result of that call ? 

Mr. Magruder. My understanding is that they went out to the Burn- 
ing Tree Country Club, where Mr. Kleindienst was playing golf, and 
Mr. Kleindienst rebuffed Mr. Liddy and Mr. Powell Moore, who was 
with him. 

Mr. Dash. Mr. McCord was not released ? 

Mr. Magruder. No, he was not. 

Mr. Dash. Did you call Mr. Reisner or Mr. Odle from California ? 

Mr. Magruder. Yes, later that day. We had numerous conversations 
that day. We were trying to come up with a statement that Mr. Mitchell 
could make if he was asked in a press conference, and later release that 
statement. I discussed with Mr. Reisner the need to take certain files 
from mv office. We were concerned about the break-in from our own 
standpoint because of Mr. McCord. We could not understand why 
Mr. McCord was involved in the situation, and we thought that maybe, 
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Mr., LaRue. Yes, sir, I raised the question and speculated with Mr. 
Magruder on several occasions as to how this came about. 

Mr. Dash. Well, then, it is not true that you did not talk to him 
until March or April but that you discussed this actually during the 
months of J une, J uly, or August 1972 ? 

Mr. LaRue. After the break-in, yes, sir. 

Mr. Dash. And what did Mr. Magruder say to you when you dis- 
cussed this with him about his role or his participation in the break-in ? 

Mr. LaRue. Mr. Magruder’s conversations with me were reflected 
in his testimony up here. He told me virtually — told me the same thing 
that he testified to before this committee as to his role in the break-in. 

Mr. Dash. In other words, he made a complete confession to you? 

Mr. LaRue. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Dash. Do you know when was the first time he did that? Ap- 
proximately ? ] do not want to push you to a date, 

Mr. LaRue. I have no specific recollection of dates, Mr. Dash, but I 
would say in the period of a week or 10 days after the break-in. 

Mr. Dash. And did he not, Mr. LaRue, tell you about a phone call 
that he received from Mr. Colson concerning the so-called Liddy plan ? 

Mr, LaRue. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Dash. Could you tell us what he told you about that phone call? 

Mr. LaRue. As I recall, Mr. Dash, this conversation occurred as a 
result of speculation that Magruder and I were having on who may be 
involved or who may have had knowledge of the Watergate break-in. 
He told me that he had had a call from Mr. Colson, I think sometime 
in the period of March or April, in which Mr. Colson had asked Mr. 
Magruder why they could not get an approval on the Liddy budget. 

Mr. Dash. Did He tell you then or remind you that he understood 
that you were present at his side, in the room, when he received the 
phone call from Mr. Colson? 

Mr. LaRue. I do not recall any such discussion, no, sir. 

Mr. Dash. You know of his testimony before this committee, in 
which he has testified that you were in the room ? 

Mr. LaRue. Yes, sir, I am aware of that. My recollection is as I have 
just stated. 

Mr. Dash. Now, when you state that Mr. Magruder told you every- 
thing, it was about a week or so after the break-in.. Was anybody else 
present when he said that to you or told you about this ? 

Mr. LaRue. Not that I recall. As I recall, it had been a discussion 
^between just Mr. Magruder and I. 

Mr. Dash. Now, Mr. LaRue, when and where did you actually first 
hear about the J une 17 break-in matter ? 

Mr. LaRue. At the Beverly Hills Hotel in Los Angeles, Calif. 

Mr. Dash. Were you with anybody else at that time ? 

Mr. LaRue. Yes, sir, we were on a trip. Present were Mr. Mitchell, 
Mr. Magruder, Mr. Mardian, Mr. Porter, I think Mr Caldera from 
the committee. I mean these were the people who were present from the 
reelection committee. 

Mr. Dash. Now, can you tell the committee as clearly as you can 
recall, how that news came to you, who first learned about it and how 
you learned about it, and what was done? 

Mr. LaRue. As I recall, Mr. Dash, we were having breakfast on — I 
think Saturday morning — I guess that would be June 17. Mr. Ma- 
gruder was paged, went to the telephone. He came back to the table 
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and said that he had had a rather unusual, strange call from Gordon 
Liddy, who wanted him to go to some, as I recall, some NASA instal- 
lation or NASA base in Los Angeles, where there was a secure phone, 
and to use this phone to call back to Mr. Liddy in Washington. 

Mr. Dash. Did Mr. Magruder say anything about what the prob- 
lem was ? Do you recall the words as nearly as possible ? 

Mr. LaRue. Well, he indicated that Mr. Liddy — he said Mr. Liddy 
indicated that there was a problem he wanted to discuss and Mr. 
Magruder, in an aside to me, said that, you know, I think maybe last 
night was the night they were going into the Democratic National 
Committee. 

Mr. Dash. Did that mean anything to you when he said that? 

Mr. LaRue. Well, specifically, no, but it, in view of the fact that 
I was aware of this plan that had been discussed in Key Biscayne, it 
certainly aroused a great curiosity or interest on my part, yes, sir. 

Mr. Dash. Now, what followed? Mr. Magruder then went ahead 
and spoke to Mr. Liddy ? 

Mr. LaRue. I think I told Mr. Magruder that, why didn’t he just 
go and use a pay phone, that that would probably be secure enough for 
the purposes. 

Mr. Dash. What did he do? 

Mr. LaRue. He called Mr. Liddy back and then came back and told 
me that Liddy had told him that there had been a break-in at the 
Democratic National Committee ; I think five people had been caught 
inside, and that one of the people was Mr. McCord, who was our 
security man at the reelection committee. 

Mr. Dash. Now, was that information relayed to Mr. Mitchell? 

Mr. LaRue. Yes; I personally relayed that’ to Mr. Mitchell. 

Mr. Dash. What was Mr. Mitchell’s reaction ? 

Mr. LaRue. I had gotten Mr. Mitchell out of another meeting. We 
went into an adjoining room. I relayed this information to Mr. 
Mitchell. He was very surprised. I think as I recall, he made the state- 
ment, “That is incredible.” 

Mr. Dash. Now, did Mr. Mitchell give any instructions to anybody 
after getting that information ? 

Mr. LaRue. Not at that time. As I recall, Mr. Mitchell went back 
into his meeting. Then later on, I think Mr. Magruder and I and Mr. 
Mitchell met and, yes, Mr. Mitchell asked that someone call Mr. Liddy 
and have him contact Mr. Kleindienst, the Attorney General, anci 
have Mr. Kleindienst get in touch with Chief Wilson and see what 
_ detail^ we could find out about this situation. 

Mr. Dash. Now, was anything else done to your knowledge, while 
you were out in California, concerning the break-in ? 

Mr. LaRue. Well, yes, there was a — Mr. Mitchell issued a press 
statement on the instant — I think that was Saturday afternoon. 

Mr. Dash. Anything else? 

Mr. LaRue. Well, there w-ere several telephone calls made back and 
forth from Washington to — I mean, from Los Angeles to Washington, 
to our press office here. 

Mr. Dash. I take it there was quite a commotion. 

Mr. LaRue. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Dash. Now, you returned. When did you return to Washington 
from California ? 
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Mr. LaRue. Well, Senator, we were at breakfast. I am sure several 
people were present at breakfast, but lie made the statement to me in 
an aside, where no one else heard it. 

Senator Baker. Did you convey that information to anyone else? 

Mr. LaRtje. No, sir ; I didn’t. 

Senator Baker. Did Mr. Magruder make the same or a similar state- 
ment to anyone else at that time ? 

Mr. LaRue. Not that I know of, Senator. 

Senator Baker. Did you gain the impression, Mr. LaRue, that others 
present in California on that occasion also knew that that was the night 
that they were going to break into the DNC ? 

Mr. LaRtje. No, sir; I did not. 

Senator Baker. Were you present when Mr. Mitchell received that 
information, that in fact there had been an entry into the DNC? 

Mr. LaRue. Yes, sir ; I gave him the information. 

Senator Baker. What was his reaction ? 

Mr. LaRue. His reaction was one of surprise. 

Senator Baker. Can you characterize that a little further? 

Mr. LaRue. I testified, I think, to that point yesterday, Senator. 
Mr. Mitchell did indicate surprise, I think made the statement : “That 
is incredible.” 

Senator Baker. Mr. LaRue, on another point, you indicated that 
someone said to .contact Kleindienst, meaning former Attorney Gen- 
eral Kleindienst, I understand, and to ask him to contact Chief Wilson, 
the Chief of Police for the District of Columbia, about the release of 
certain people arrested on the morning of June 17. 

Mr. LaRue. No, sir; I did not testify to that. Senator. I said that in 
my recollection of that incident, that Mr. Mitchell asked that a phone 
call be made to Gordon Liddy and that Mr. Liddy contact Mr. Klein- 
dienst and Mr. Kleindienst contact Chief Wilson to see what details he 
could get on the break-in. 

Senator Baker. OK. 

So, the suggestion was from Mitchell to call Liddy, or someone to 
call Liddy. 

Who was to call Liddy ? 

Mr. LaRue. Senator, I don’t recall who made the telephone call. 
I did not. 

Senator Baker. All right. 

For someone to call Liddy or Liddy to call Kleindienst or Klein- 
dienst to call Wilson to find out what went on. 

Mr. LaRue. That is correct. 

Senator Baker. Why Liddy? 

Mr. LaRue. I can’t answer that question, Senator. Mr. Liddy was at 
that time a person in Washington with whom the conversations were 
being had. 

Senator Baker. Was the call in fact made or do you know, Mr. 
LaRue ? 

Mr. LaRue. Yes, the call was made. 

Senator Baker. But you don’t recall who made it? 

Mr. LaRue. No, I do not recall who made it. 

Senator Baker. Was this a report back on the results of that tele- 
phone call to Mr. Liddy ? 

Mr. LaRue. Not that I recall. 
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TESTIMONY OF RICHARD G. KLEINDIENST, FORMER ATTORNEY 

GENERAL 

Mr, Kleindienst. Mr. Chairman, my name is Richard G. Klein- 
dienst. My address is 8464 Portland Place, McLean, Va. 

I do not have a prepared statement, Mr. Chairman. I am here vol- 
untarily to provide to you, the members of the committee, and the 
counsel, whatever information that I have and which you deem to be 
relevant to your investigation. 

Mr. Dash. Mr. Chairman, Mr. David Dorsen, assistant chief counsel, 
will open the questions. 

Mr. Dorsen. Mr. Kleindienst, am I correct that you are presently 
engaged in the private practice of law? 

Sir. Kleindienst. Yes, sir. After I left the Department of Justice 
I opened up an office in Washington, D.C., and I am a private prac- 
titioner by myself. 

Mr. Dorsen. And you resigned as Attorney General as of April 30, 
1973? 

Mr. Kleindienst. I believe that it was April 30 ; yes, sir. Effective 
upon the qualification and appointment of my successor. 

Mr. Dorsen. Could you please summarize for us briefly your back- 
ground, especially with respect to your positions with the U.S. 
Government ? 

Mr. Kleindienst. I have only had two positions with the U.S. Gov- 
ernment. That Avas the position of Deputy Attorney General of the 
United States, a position that I believe that I was — commenced around 
February 1969, and the other position that I have had with the U.S. 
Government is the Attorney General of the United States, a position 
that I commenced on or about June 8, 1972. 

Mr. Dorsen. 'When for the first time did you learn that there was 
electronic surveillance of the Democratic National Committee head- 
quarters at the Watergate? 

Mr. Kleindienst. I learned it for the first time after June 17 when 
the individuals who were at the headquarters were arrested. I don’t 
know whether I learned of the electronic surveillance on Saturday, 
June 17, or sometime in the early part of the next week. 

Mr. Dorsen. But on June 17 you were notified of the fact that there 
had been a break-in? 

Mr. Kleindienst. At approximately 8 o’clock in the morning, as 
Assistant Attorney General Henry Petersen of the Criminal Division 
of the Department of Justice called me at my home and indicated to 
me that there had been a break-in at the Democratic national head- 
quarters at the Watergate Hotel. All the information that he had at 
that time was that there was a break-in and I believe he said to me it 
looks like it might have been a bombing case. 

The next knowledge of any kind that I had with respect to it came, 
oh, approximately 3*4 hours after that when I met with Mr. Gordon 
Liddy and Mr. Powell Moore in a section of lockers at the Burning 
Tree Club, which is a golf club in Washington, D.C. 

Mr. Dorsen. How did that come about, Mr. Kleindienst ? 

Mr. Kleindienst. The reason I was at the Burning Tree Club, they 
had their annual member-guest golf tournament in which I was a 
participant. I think I was scheduled to tee off for the Saturday round 
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in the afternoon. I was having lunch in the main dining room area of 
the Burning Tree Club. I looked up and Mr. Gordon Liddy, who I 
recognized, came in with Mr. Powell Moore and I likewise recognized 
him. 

Mr. Dorsen. Who is Mr. Powell Moore % 

Mr. Kleindienst. Mr. Powell Moore was the Deputy Public Infor- 
mation Officer of the Department of Justice when I was there as the 
Deputy Attorney General. When Mr. Mitchell resigned as Attorney 
General and went over to the Committee for the Re-Election of the 
President, Mr. Powell Moore went with him to the campaign com- 
mittee. I do not know what his title was at the campaign committee 
but I knew Powell Moore quite well as a result of our association to- 
gether at the Department of Justice. 

Mr. Dorset. I believe you indicated you recognized Gordon Biddy. 
What were the circumstances under which you first met or got to know 
Mr. Liddy ? 

Mr. Ivleindienst. The only association I ever had with Mr. Liddy, 
except for this particular meeting on Saturday, June 17, was in the 
year 1969 when I headed, on behalf of the executive branch, a task 
force that was looking into and devising a program of action with 
respect to the marihuana traffic from the country of Mexico into the 
United States. I believe that Mr. Liddy at that time was an officer or 
employed by the Treasury Department and he was one of the repre- 
sentatives from the Treasury Department in that task force. There 
were representatives from six or seven Departments of the Govern- 
ment. That would have been in the late spring of 1969 and the summer 
of 1969. To the best of my recollection I never saw Gordon Liddy after 
that time in the intervening years until that Saturday morning on 
J une 17 and I have not seen him since. 

Mr. Dorsen. What was the nature of the experience that the Justice 
Department had with Mr. Liddy in connection with his role in Opera- 
tion Intercept ? 

Mr. Kleindienst. I had no experience with him because he was 
under the jurisdiction of the Secretary of the Treasury. He had one 
assignment, as I recall, with respect to going from town to town along 
the United States-Mexican border to inform the business community 
we were quite concerned about so-called Operation Intercept. My recol- 
lection, which is not very precise, is that the manner in which Mr. 
Liddy was giving information with respect to our program was un- 
sat isf act orv and I believe that based upon information that I got, I 
recommended to the Secretary of the Treasury' or Mr. Rossides, who 
was, I think, his immediate superior, that Mr. Liddy be called back 
from that assignment and not to continue any further with it, 

Mr. Dorsen. Do you have any other recollection about any possible 
problems with Mr. Liddy or why his performance was considered 
unsatisfactory ? 

Mr. Kleindienst. No, sir. 

Mr. Dorsen. Directing your attention to the locker room of the 
Burning Tree Country Club, what happened when you saw Mr. Moore 
and Mr. Liddy there ? 

Mr. Kleindienst. The first tiling that I remember with some pre- 
ciseness is the fact that Mr. Liddy', when he came into the entranceway 
of the dining area and saw me, in a rather furtive manner made a 
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motion to me like this, indicating come here. I got up out of my chair 
and went over there. He was very agitated and seemed to be quite 
upset. He said that I have to talk to you in private. Where I was stand- 
ing was not a very private place; there must have been 60 or TO men 
who were eating or standing around. Eight to the left of where he was 
there was a little locker room complex at the club. I looked in there 
and no one was in there so I said, “Gentlemen, come in here, I think 
this would be a private place to talk.” We went in there. Mr. Liddy 
said that I have been asked to come out and give you a report wuth 
respect to the Watergate break-in last night or the break-in at the 
Democratic National Committee, I do not know which he said. He 
said to me that he believed that some of the persons who were arrested 
might be employed by either the White House or the Committee for 
the Ke-Election of the President. 

My reaction to that statement was instantaneous and rather abrupt. 
I think he also said, although I do not have too precise a recollection 
of it, that Mr. Mitchell had asked him to come out and talk to me. 
That w r as incredible to me. The relationship I had with Mr. Mitchell 
was such that I do not believe that he would have sent a person like 
Gordon Liddy to come out and talk to me about anything; he knew 
where he could find me 24 hours a day. In any event, as a result of 
my surprise, my incredulity, and, I think, my instant realization of 
the implications of wdiat he had just said prompted me to pick up the 
telephone and locate Mr. Henry Petersen. That I was able to do very 
quickly. All I had to do was to call the Justice Department switch- 
board and have her call him at home and put him on the phone. Since 
Mr. Petersen had called me at 8 o’clock I did not have to explain much 
to Henry. ] told him, and I have always been under the impression I 
said to Mr, Petersen, that Mr, Gordon Liddy of the campaign com- 
mittee is here. Mr. Petersen, based upon a conversation I have had 
with him, does not remember my mentioning Mr. Liddy’s name, but 
in any event, I was intent upon giving him a very specific direct 

L instruct ion right then that with respect to those who w ere arrested at 
the Watergate they should be given no treatment different than any- 
body who might have been arrested in circumstances of that kind. I 
w r as quite upset. To the best of my recollection, the next thing I did 
was to turn to Mr. Liddy and tell him to leave the premises because I 
jcnowr immediately thereafter Mr, Moore and Mr. Liddy left. 

Mr. Dorsen. Mr. Kleindienst, aside from the conversation you had 
with Mr. Petersen which you have just described, to whom else did you 
recount the incident at Burning Tree ? 

Mr. Kleindienst. I might have told Mr. Dean, I do not recollect 
doing so. I have no recollection of recounting this incident to anyone 
else until I was interrogated by personnel from the Select Committee 
and also personnel from the Special Prosecutor Cox staff. 

Mr. Dorsen. You are aware, are you not, that Mr. Dean has testified 
with respect to reported conversations you had with him? 

Mr. Kleindienst Eight. 

Mr. Dorsen. On the subject? 

Mr. Kleindienst. I have no recollection of mentioning it to him. If 
he recollects it inasmuch as the events occurred, then I think on that 
instance I would have to credit Mr. Dean’s testimony. 

Mr. Dorsen. Did you participate in a conversation with Mr. Henry 
Petersen and Mr. Dean concerning the possibility of going to the 
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Mr, Mitchell [continuing]. Senator., that if you would have, I know 
you are reading from one of these minicharts but some of the things 
they do not have up there is that there is an 8 :15 a.m. morning meet- 
ing in the White House. 

Senator Talmadge. You should have ample opportunity to state 
whatever you want to, Mr. Mitchell, if that chart is different from 
your views do not hesitate to say so, we want the facts, only the facts. 

Mr. Mitchell. I cannot see it from here and it does not make any 
difference anyway, because I have got a directory here but what I 
would point out is that during this period which I have — which I have 
testified to earlier today, until I left the committee as the campaign 
director, there was a meeting at 8:15 a.m. in the White House every 
morning. This was the regular staff meeting that involved legislative 
liaison. Dr. Kissinger, General Haig, et cetera. So, when I say when 
you ask me when did I first talk to these people about the Watergate, 
of course, it was a continuing subject matter basically in the concept of 
the political problems that presented because by the, I guess the, 20th 
or certainly the 21st, the Democrats had threatened their lawsuit, they 
filed it, I think, on the 22d and we had had a verbal press battle over 
the circumstances from then on constantly day in and day out about 
the matter, 

Senator Talmadge. Did you talk to Mr. Colson about the same time? 

Mr. Mitchell. I am sure that I would because he would have at- 
tended those meetings. 

Senator Talmadge. Did you direct Robert Mardian to telephone 
Liddy on June 17 and ask him to try to persuade Mr. Kleindienst, then 
the Acting Attorney General, to arrange for Mr. McCord to be re- 
leased from bail as Mr. Magruder has testified ? 

Mr. Mitchell. No, sir, I am sure, I assure you, that would not be the 
case. There was some conversation that somebody might call up the 
Acting Attorney General to find out what the hell happened but I 
noticed in Mr. Magruder’s testimony he said that £ selected Mardian 
because Mardian was a great friend of Kiddy’s and if there is any- 
body who were on the opposite ends of the stick it would have been 
Mardian and Liddy. 

Senator Talmadge. Would you say then that Mr. Magruder com- 
mitted perjury before this committee ? 

Mr. Mitchell. I cannot characterize anything as perjury. Senator. 
That does not happen to be a fact, what you have just said, and I have 
just denied it and I am sure the other people who were present will 
als o deny it. 

Senator Talmadge. You are a good lawyer, Mr. Mitchell, testifying 
under oath to a lie is commonly referred to as perjury, is it not? 

Mr* Mitchell. Well, yes; but you also have to have intents, I think, 
along with it under certain circumstances and I am sure that some of 
these conversations have got garbled and mixed up in the intervening 
year and a half or so. I would not want to characterize anybody 

Senator Talmadge. What you are saying is intentions might be 
good but his facts are wrong, is that correct ? 

Mr. Mitchell. Could very well be that the recollection was not quite 
accurate. There are many of other circumstances some of which I have 
testified to and some of which I presume I will in connection with my 
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Mr. Hamilton. Well, what is your best recollection as to whether 
Mr. Mitchell was in the room when that ivas discussed ? 

Mr. Mardian. That is my best recollection. I am trying' to be fair, 
however, When you ask about meetings and I have heard all types of 
meetings took place in Mr. Mitchell’s office and other places. With re- 
spect to Mr. Mitchell’s office, any time anybody walked in the room, as 
I understand it* his secretary would log it and that was a meeting. 
Sometimes, you would walk in to see that somebody else was there and 
you would walk out and you attended a meeting. I hate to characterize 
a formal meeting where he sat down and admitted that he had approved 
a black advance budget. That is my best recollection that he was pres- 
ent and that I discussed it. 

Senator Ervin. If counsel would excuse me for interjecting this 
remark at this time, I don’t know any way that any human being can 
testify as to a past event except by giving his best recollection. 

Mr. Mardian. Thank you. 

Mr. Hamilton. Mr. Mardian, while in California, did you receive 
an assignment from Mr. Mitchell regarding the Watergate matter? 

Mr. Mardian. Could you be more specific ? 

Mr. Hamilton. All right. 

Hid Mr. Mitchell assign you to deal with the legal matters that 
might arise in connection with the break-in ? 

Mr. Mardian. Yes. 

Mr. Hamilton. Mr. Mardian, while in California, did you make 
several telephone calls to Mr. Liddy ? 

Mr. Mardl\n. I believe that my records show that — which I have 
turned over to the committee and these are records of calls that I turned 
in to the Committee To Re-Elect the President — that I talked to Mr. 
Liddy on three occasions — two occasions — three occasions. The records 
show three and there were three, but one of the ones that the record 
shows was not a call to Mr. Liddy, as I recall. 

Mr. Hamilton. Ho you remember when these calls took place — on 
Saturday or Sunday ? 

Mr. Mardian. The first time I talked to Mr. Liddy, I believe, was 
on Saturday and that was not a call from me to him. but a call from 
him to me, as I recall. It is possible I may have returned the call, but — 
that is my best recollection. 

Mr. Hamilton. Hid you also talk to Mr. Liddy on Sunday ? 

Mr. Mardian. I talked to Mr. Liddy on Sunday twice, as I recall. 

Mr. Hamilton. Now, can you give us the best recollection you have 
of the substance of these three telephone calls? 

Mr. Mardian. The first telephone call was a — as I recall — was an 
urgent demand on the part of Mr. Liddy that I return to Washington. 
I had indicated in that call, as I understand it, that Mr. Magruder 
was going to return, that he did not want Mr. Magruder to return, he 
wanted me to return. He was very reluctant to — not only reluctant, he 
refused to use the telephone to discuss anything about Watergate. He 
did, however, make some derogatory remarks about Mr. Magruder. 
That is all I recall about the first telephone call. 

Mr. Hamilton. Would vou go on to the second and the third, please? 

Mr. Mardian. I had told Mr. Liddy about the plans that I heard, 
that Mr. Magruder was going to return, I would communicate with 
Mr. Mitchell, and I will let him know. 
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Mr. Hamilton. And the final telephone call ? 

Mr. Mardian. Well, that was the first telephone call. 

The second telephone call, as I recall was when I called to tell him 
that I was not going to return and that Mr. Magruder had left — had 
returned. 

Mr. Hamilton. And what was the final telephone call ? 

Mr. Mardian. The final telephone call was with respect to a call 
I got from Powell Moore. Powell Moore called me on Sunday. I pre- 
viously testified that these conversations, I testified originally that 
they were Sunday. I was told that they were on Saturday. I wasn t 
sure. I have now. checking the records of the calls, that these calls 
took place on Sunday. 

Powell Moore called me to tell me of an occurrence the previous 
day. He said that he wanted me to know, for Mr. Mitchell to know, 
that Mr. Liddy had told him in his presence that he had received a 
call from Mr. Mitchell, that Mr. Mitchell had instructed him to go 
see Mr. Kleindienst and to have Mr, Kleindienst get the Watergate 
burglars released from jail. He told me that he did not believe that 
these instructions came from Mr. Mitchell. 

He told Mr. Liddy that he should not contact Mr. Kleindienst; that 
when he realized that he was, in fact, going to contact Mr. Kleindienst, 
lie went with him ; that Mr. Liddy made contact with Mr. Kleindienst 
at the Burning Tree Country Ciub and that in order to advise Mr. 
Kleindienst that he was not to pay any attention to Mr. Liddy, he 
said he stood behind Mr. Liddy so that Mr. Liddy could not see him, 
but that Mr. Kleindienst could, and shook his head as violently as 
he could so that Mr. Kleindienst would know that what he was telling 
him was an untruth. 

He told me that Mr. Kleindienst, in effect, had told Mr, Liddy to go 
to hell, and as I understood it, went on playing golf. 

I then called Mr. Kleindienst. I think I told Mr. Mitchell about it. 
Mr. Mitchell was amazed. I believe I told — I then called Mr. Klein- 
dienst to tell him that Mr. Mitchell had given no such instructions 
and Mr. Kleindienst told me, I believe, that he was satisfied that he 
had not given any instructions and in effect, said, keep that — he used 
an adjective — away from me. 

I then called Mr. Liddy and reprimanded him: told him that Mr. 
Mitchell had given no instructions and that he had done a very, com- 
mitted a very embarrassing error on the part of the Attorney General. 

Mr. Hamilton. Mr. Mardian, I want to read to you a portion of Mr. 
Magruder’s testimony that is found at page 1910 of the record : 

We knew that Mr. Mardian, who was there, was a closer friend of Mr. Liddy’s 
than any one of us, and Mr. Mitchell asked Mr. Mardian to call Mr. Liddy and 
ask him to see the Attorney General, the current Attorney General, Mr. Klein- 
dienst, and see if there was any possibility that Mr. McCord could be released 
from jail. 

M r. Mardian. That statement is not true. 

Mr. Hamilton. Mr. Mardian, can you suggest any reason why Mr. 
Magruder would falsely testify as to such a phone call on your part? 

Mr. Maud tax. I honestly — I don't think Mr. Magruder would inten- 
tionally falsely testify. The subject of the Liddy trip to see Mr. Klein- 
dienst was much discussed. Mr. Liddy's position* or the story that 
Powell Moore told, was that, as I recall, that John Mitchell had called 
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5. In the late afternoon of June 17, 1972 Secret Service Agent 

Boggs telephoned John Ehrlichman, Assistant to the President, and told 
him that one of the persons arrested at the DNC headquarters had in 
his possession a document referring to Howard Hunt, who apparently was 
a White House employee. Later that day, Ehrlichman telephoned Ronald 
Ziegler, the President's press secretary, who was with the Presiden- 
tial party in Florida. Ehrlichman told Ziegler the substance of his 
telephone conversation with Agent Boggs. Ehrlichman also telephoned 
Charles Colson, Special Counsel to the President, and discussed Hunt's 
White House employment status. 
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_Mr. Ehrlichman. No, sir. 

Senator Baker. When did you first learn of the break-in? 

Mr. Ehrlichman. On the day following the break-in, when I re- 
ceived this telephone call toward dusk, late in the afternoon. 
Senator Baker. From whom? 


Mr. Ehrlichman. From Mr. Boggs of the Secret Service. 

Senator Baker. And I know this is somewhat repetitious, but tell 
us again, for the sake of sequence, what Mr. Boggs told you? 

Mr. Ehrlichman. Briefly, he said that he had had a report from 
the Metropolitan Police Department about this incident because some 
of the people who had been picked up, or one of them, had in his pos- 
session the name of someone who apparently was a White House 
employee. And that was Howard Hunt. 

Senator Baker. What was your reaction to that? 

Mr. Ehrlichman. I asked him a little bit about the circumstances, 
when it had happened, how many people were involved, whether any- 
body from the White House was directly involved, this kind of thing, 
and thanked him very much. 

Senator Baker. What did he say ? 

Mr. Ehrlichman. He said that as far as he knew, that was the 
only connection with the White House, just the possession of this fel- 
low’s name, and he told me that five people had been caught redhanded 
burglarizing the Democratic National Committee headquarters. 

Senator Baker. Did he tell you the names of the five people ? 

Mr. Ehrlichman. He may have, but it didn’t mean anything to me. 

Senator Baker. What did you do with the information? 

Mr. Ehrlichman. I made a phone — I made two phone calls. I 
called Ron Ziegler, the press secretary, who was with the President 
in Florida, and told him about that telephone call because I thought 
he might be getting some inquiries or would want to make some 
inquiries. 

Senator Baker. Is that the first call you made? 

Mr. Ehrlichman. I think it is, although it may have been in re- 
verse order. 

I also called Mr. Colson to find our whether Howard Hunt still 
was employed in the White House. And I am not sure whether I did 
that in response to a question from Mr. Ziegler or not, but both were 
ip rapid sequence. 

Senator Baker. Did you call anyone else except Mr. Ziegler and 
Mr. Colson on June 17 ? 

Mr. Ehrlichman. Not that I can recall. Mr. Caulfield testified here 
that he called me, and he may have. I don’t have a specific recollection 
of the phone call, but if he did, it was after the call from Mr, Boggs. 

Senator Baker. Did anvone else call you on June 17 ? 

Mr. Ehrlichman. I believe not. 

Senator Baker. So the sum total of your information was a call 
from Mr. Boggs of the Secret Service and the sum total of your ac- 
tivity was to call Mr. Zeigler and Mr. Colson ? 

Mr. Ehrlichman. Right. 

Senator Baker. Did you read the newspaper accounts of the 
break-in? 

Mr Ehrlichman. Yes, sir. 
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it, I have answered the questions. 

& Can you tell us the names of those reporters, if 
you can remember* with whom you talked on this subject? 

A. Well, it came up in an interview that I had with 
Norman Kempster of UPI. 

Q. How do you spell his name, please? 

A* K-e-m-p-s-t-e-r, I think. That is fairly easy, 
because I have only had two interviews besides the one with 
Gill, and I assume it came up in the other one. I know it 
came up in the Kempster one. The other one would have been 
with Jerry Schector. That is spelled S-c-h-e-c-t-o-r, I think, 
Jerry Schector, of Time Magazine. 

Q. When did you first learn, Mr. Colson, of the 

alleged break-in of the Democratic National Committee Head- 
quarters? 

A- I first heard about it on Saturday afternoon, 

June — 

Q. 17? 

A. 17. 

0- Under what circumstances? 

A. I received a call from John Ehrlichman. I was home. 

It was about — it was late afternoon. He simply asked me if 
I had seen -- did I know where Howard Hunt was. I think that 
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is the way the question was asked. And I said no. And he 
asked me how long it had been since I had seen Howard Hunt. 

I said quite a long time, several months. And I asked him why 
he asked. 

He said, "Well, there is a report of a break-in at the 
Watergate, and one of the people arrested had something in 
his possession with Howard Hunt's name on it." 

I think he then asked if I knew Doug Caddy, and I said 
no; that I had heard the name, but I didn't know him. And that 
was the sum and substance of the conversation. 

Qt You remembered on June 17th that you had heard the 
name Douglas Caddy? 

A. Yes, that is correct. 

Ol This was without talking to your secretary? 

A. That is correct. The name was a familiar name 

to me, but 1 could not place where. 

0- You could not put it in context? 

A. No . 

Cl What time was the call that you received from 

John Ehrlichman on June 17th, if you can tell us, to the best 
Of your ability? 

A. Oh, I would say around five. 

0- All right. 

A, Five in the afternoon or maybe six o’clock. 
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6. During the evening of June 17, 1972 Assistant Attorney 

General Petersen telephoned Attorney General Kleindienst and told 
him that documentation relating to a White House consultant had 
been found at the scene of the break-in at the DNC headquarters . 
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if indeed persons had intentions of trying to demolish the Democratic 
headquarters I thought the same might be in offing for the Republican 
headquarters and I thought he ought to be forewarned. 

Mr. Dash. Well, how soon did an investigation under the sponsor- 
ship of the Department of Justice begin in this case ? 

Mr. Petersen. Investigation w r as underway at that time. Mr. Titus’ 
staff had already been alerted and he had assistants working on the 
matter at that point with the Metropolitan Police Department and the 
FBI who were just coming into it. 

Mr. Dash. Now, what role as Chief of the Criminal Division did you 
play with regard to the U.S. Attorney’s Office investigation ? 

Mr. Petersen. A general supervisory role, Mr. Dash. One of the 
early questions I had to decide was the degree of supervision that 
should be involved and since we knew at the close of Saturday, June 
17, that what we had thought to be explosive devices were electronic 
listening devices, and that an individual named E. Howard Hunt was 
possibly implicated as a result of the fact that some of his checks or 
some information relating to him had been found at the scene, that 
there were immense political repercussions possible. And I decided at 
a very early stage that that investigation ought to be as isolated from 
the political element as it could possibly be. And I suggested that Mr. 
Titus appoint as principal assistant, Earl Silbert, to conduct the in- 
vestigation in his office and report to Mr. Titus and to myself on a 
daily basis, oral reports on a daily basis. 

Mr. Dash. What was your relationship with the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation during the investigation? Did you get any kind of re- 
porting from the FBI ? 

Mr. Petersen. Well, the FBI, of course, reported — their reports to 
the prosecutors, Mr. Silbert and company, were more immediate than 
their reports to me. Their reports to me had to wait the normal process 
of bureaucracy, the preparation of the reports and the submission 
through normal channels, whereas the prosecutor on the scene was 
getting the witness statements almost immediately but the reports 
were coming over to me rather slowly at first, very slowly. As a matter 
of fact, when the publicity developed, with the cooperation of Inspector 
Baldwin I did not have statements in my office. I had to call the Bureau 
and ask them to send it over. They sent a whole package of reports at 
that time. 

Mr. Dash. Was this slow reporting to von or did the prosecutors, 
the U.S. Attorney’s Office, have that report? 

Mr. Petersen. Well, they had the 302, ves. It was just 

Mr. Dash. Just how it came up to your office as Chief of the Crimi- 
nal Division. 

Mr. Petersen. That is correct. I was hearing about it from Mr. 
filbert. 

Mr. Dash. Now, shortly after the break-in. do you recall receiving 
a telephone call from Mr. Ivleindienst who was at the Burning Tree 
Country Club? 

Mr. Petersen. Mr. Ivleindienst and I communicated three times on 
Saturday, June 17. The first call I placed approximately at 8 o’clock 
in the morning. The second call I was about to place when — indeed, 
if I had not heard his testimony or had discussed it with him. I would 
have said I placed the second call hut he tells me he did, but in any 
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ev ent since I do not recall, I am sure it is true. The third call I com- 
municated to him and he was making a speech at the Statler-Hilton 
Hotel and I had to run him down through the security service down 
there. He had to speak: very guardedly. VY r hat I was trying to report 
to him was that documentation relating to a White House consultant 
had been found at the scene. I thought it was important that he have 
that information. 

Mr. Dash. Did he tell you about a meeting he had or an encounter, 
really, at the Burning Tree Country Club with Mr. Liddy shortly 
after the break-in? 

Mr. Petersen. Yes; recently. The second call, whether I made it or 
he made it, I remember predominantly because he said, Henry, I want 
these people treated the same as everybody else. I conveyed to him at 
that point the information about the electronic equipment and I guess 
I thought it a little odd that he should make that statement because I 
did not know any other way to treat them. But I do not recall him 
telling me that Liddy was there. If he did, I simply do not remember it. 

Mr. Dash. What were your relationships with Mr. John Dean at the 
White House during this period of time ? 

Mr. Petersen. Good. Good. John Dean, I guess, was kind of an un- 
official liaison with the Justice Department since he had been there. 
We knew him. He worked in the Deputy Attorney General's office. 
He was in communication with us frequently with respect to inter- 
pretations of the Corrupt Practices Act. So we had frequent dealings. 
Relationships were good. 

Mr. Dash. Did he inform you that he was in charge in any way or 
Jiaison between the White House and any investigation. 

Mr. Petersen. Xot at that stage, Mr. Dash. 

I suppose the practice of discussing this matter with John Dean 
arose the first instance out of the request of Mr, Silbert and the FBI, 
rather than of their complaints that the White House was dragging its 
feet. 

Mr. Dash. Do you know about when this took place ? 

Mr. Petersen. This was early in the investigation. People were to be 
interviewed and appointments were not being kept or being delayed 
and they would call upon me to expedite them and I would call John 
Dean and I have to say whenever I called him he was frankly helpful. 

Mr. Dash. Do you recall a meeting on or about June 20, 1972, in Mr. 
Klenidienst’s office, where Mr. Dean was and at which Mr. Dean made 
some statements to you, according to his testimony, that this investiga- 
tion should go very high, in fact it might involve the White House; 
in fact he testified he didn’t know how far it might go. 

Mr. Petersen. I remember the circumstances, I don’t remember it as 
Mr. Dean testified to it. I was called up to Mr. Ivlendienst’s office. Mr. 
Dean was already there. They asked for a status report and I gave 
them a general status report on the nature of the investigation. We had 
some discussion. I think commonplace discussion. My God, what has 
happened, who is doing this and what type of a situation is this. And 
I told him that, I remember the words very distinctly, I said, “John, 
I don’t know who I am talking about but whoever is responsible for 
this is a damn idiot and there is only one thing that the President of the 
United States can do and that is cut his losses and the way that he 
should do that is to instruct the Attorney General publicly to run an 
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7. On June 18, 1972 H. R. Haldeman, Chief of Staff to President 

Nixon, who was at Key Biscayne, Florida with the Presidential party, 
spoke by telephone with Jeb Magruder, who was in California. Haldeman 
directed Magruder to return to Washington, D. C. to meet with Counsel 
to the President John Dean, Haldeman's Special Assistant Gordon Strachan, 
and FCRP Treasurer Hugh Sloan to learn what had happened and determine 
the source of the mon^y found in the possession of the persons arrested 
at the DNC headquarters. By the following day, Magruder had returned 
to Washington. 
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since this break-in was done in a rather amateurish way, that possibly 
there was some double-agent activity going on here, and we were 
honestly concerned about our own files. 

I did ask Mr. Reisner to remove certain files — my advertising file, 
the budget file, our strategy file, and the Gemstone file. Then I talked 
with him and Mr. Odle, and Mr. Odle took the Gemstone file home. 

Mr. Dash. Did you talk to anybody else from California ? 

Mr. Magruder. Well, yes, I talked to Powell Moore, as I recall. I 
cannot recall any other specifically 

Mr. Dash. Did you call Mr. Strachan ? 

Mr. Magruder. Oh, yes, I called Mr. Strachan that evening. 

Mr. Dash. What did you tell Mr. Strachan ? 

Mr. Magruder. I told him — of course, he knew no more than we 
knew. He knew that they had been apprehended, and we had a problem 
and just discussed in a sense that we had a problem, and we did not 
quite know what to do about it. At that time, we had heard that there 
was some money at that time found on the individuals, and we had 
hoped that it w~as money that had been found at the Democratic Na- 
tional Committee, but unfortunately, it was our money. So we, in effect, 
just discussed the problem. We had no answers, obviously, at that time. 

Mr. Dash. Did you receive a call from Mr. Haldeman ? 

Mr. Magruder. Yes. The next morning, on Sunday, I received a call 
from Mr. Haldeman. He asked me what had happened. Again, I told 
him basically 

Mr. Dash. From where was he calling? 

Mr. Magruder. Key Biscayne, Fla. 

He just asked me the basic background of the break-in and what 
had happened. I just told him what had happened. He indicated that 
I should get back to Washington immediately, since no one in any 
position of authority was at the committee, and to talk with Mr. Dean 
and Mr. Strachan and Mr. Sloan and others on Monday to try to find 
out what actually had happened and whose money it was and so on. 

Mr. Dash. Now, you did return to Washington ? 

_Mr. Magruder. Yes, I did. 

Mr. Dash. And would you tell us briefly, but as specifically as you 
can, what you did as soon as you returned to Washington and who you 
met with ? 

Mr. Magruder. Well, on Monday, I met with Mr Dean, Mr. Strac- 
han, Mr. Sloan, Mr. Liddy. Mr. Liddy and I did not really have too 
much to say to each other. He said he had goofed, and I accepted that 
on face value. There really was not much to discuss at that time. 

I determined from Mr. Sloan that the money was our money, not 
someone else’s money. 

Mr. Dean and I discussed the problem in terms of what we were 
going to do as to Mr. Strachan and I. 

Mr. Dash. Did you have a meeting on that evening, the evening of 
June 19, when you came back to Washington, in Mr. Mitchell's apart- 
ment ? 

Mr. Magruder. Yes, Mr. Mitchell flew back that Monday with 
Mr. LaRue and Mr. Mardian. We met in his apartment with Mr. Dean. 
That would have been Mr. Mitchell, Mr. LaRue, Mr. Dean, Mr. Mar- 
dian, and myself; and the general discussion again was, what were 
we going to do about the problem? It was again, we had very little 
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Mr. Dash. Now, Mr. Haldeman, when and how did you learn of the 
break-in on June 17, 1972 ? 

Mr. Haldeman. That seems to be the crucial question and I have to 
give I guess the most incredible possible answer. I don’t know, Mr. 
Dash. I simply don’t remember how I learned about it or precisely 
when or from whom. But let me explain that at that time, that week- 
end, I was in Key Biscayne. The President was out at Walkers Cay and 
I was at the Key Biscayne Hotel and I am sure that some time during 
that weekend somebody told me that the Democratic National Com- 
mittee had been broken into. I am not sure who or when. 

Mr. Dash. Now, what did you do when you learned that, when or 
whoever told you ? 

Mr. Haldeman. Nothing. 

Mr. Dash. Nothing? 

Mr. Haldeman. No. 

Mr. Dash. While you were at Key Biscayne, did you have any 
information that somebody connected with the Committee To Re-Elect 
the President was involved ? 

Mr. Haldeman. I think I did and I think that came in a phone con- 
versation with Jeb Magruder on the 18th, on Sunday, which it has 
always been my impression was placed by him to me, but I understand 
he says it was placed by me to him and I am not sure which is which. 
But there was — the point of that phone conversation, the purpose of 
it was to review a statement that the committee was planning to release, 
and it was releasing it in conjunction with the earlier publicized, or 
assumed about to be publicized, fact that Mr. McCord, who did have a 
connection with the committee, had been one of those arrested at the 
scene of the break-in. 

Mr. Dash. What came through your mind when you learned that 
Mr. McCord — did you know, by the way, who Mr. McCord was? 

Mr. Haldeman. I don’t believe I did. He probably told me at that 
time who he was. 

Mr. Dash. I take it you did learn that he was the security chief of 
the Committee To Re-Elect the President. 

Mr. Haldeman. Yes. 

Mr. Dash. Did it occur to you that this might be an embarrassing 
matter for the campaign? 

Mr. Haldeman. Yes. 

Mr. Dash. When did you get back to Washington after the break-in ? 

Mr. Haldeman. I think on the evening of — on Monday evening, 
which would be the 19th. 

Mr. Dash. Is that when you had a meeting with Mr. Dean ? Did Mr. 
Dean report to you then about what he had learned about the break-in ? 

Mr. Haldeman. I am not — I don’t believe so. I am not sure that I 
had a meeting with Mr, Dean at that point. I believe we probably got 
back late Monday evening and that I went home. 

Mr. Dash. When did you meet with Mr. Dean after you got back? 

Mr. Haldeman. I think, and I have got sort of a capsule of my 
record here that is subject to correction by the details, but I think there 
was a meeting the morning of the 20bh, in which I was present with 
Mr. Mitchell and Mr. Ehrlich man, and that Dean was, Mr. Dean was, 
in part of that meeting and Attorney General Kleindienst was there 
part of that meeting. 
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8. On June 18, 1972 John Ehrlichman spoke by telephone with 

H. R. Haldetaan. They discussed the break-in at the DNC headquarters, 
the involvement of James McCord, and the fact of Hunt's name being 
involved . 
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Senator Baker. Did you gain additional information from the news- 
paper accounts? 

Mr. Ehrlichaiax. Yes. 

Senator Baker. What information ? 

Mr. Ehrlichaiax. Well, I learned, for instance, that one of the 
people apprehended was an employee of the Re-Election Committee 
*and I don’t think that Mr. Boggs had told me that the previous 
evening. 

Now, I may have seen it on the news, come to think of it, that night, 
I may have watched the television news. 

Senator Baker. Did you talk to the President on the 17th ? 

Mr. Ehrlichaiax. No, I didn’t, not that I can recall. 

Senator Baker. Did you talk to Mr. Haldeman on the 17th? 

Mr. Ehrlichaiax. I think I talked to him on the following day. 

Senator Baker. Let’s limit it to the 17th for the moment. 

Mr. Ehrlichalax. All right. 

Senator Baker. Did you talk to Mr. Dean ? 

Mr. Ehrlichaiax. No. 

Senator Baker. Mr. Mitchell ? 

Mr. Ehrlichaiax. I don’t believe so. I have heard testimony here 
that I did. I can’t recall a conversation with Mr. Mitchell. 

Senator Baker. Were you concerned about it ? 

Mr. Ehrlichaiax. Not particularly. 

Senator Baker. All right. Move on, then, to the 18th. 

Who did you talk to, who talked to you, what additional information 
did you receive, and what action did you take? And if you don’t mind, 
Mr. Ehrlichman, as briefly as possible, outline for me the steps that 
you took, the information you received, the general state of circum- 
stances from your first information on June 17, 1072, for a few days 
thereafter. 

Mr. Ehrlichaiax. The 18th was Sunday. I believe I talked to Mr. 
Haldeman on the telephone about this. I think that the purpose of our 
call was really something else, some other business. And we discussed 
the fact of the break-in, the fact of Hunt’s name being involved and 
McCord being involved, and so forth. He told me something about 
the statement which the Committee To Re-Elect people were putting 
out that day or the next day, I forget which. But I do recall we dis- 
cussed the public statement that w'as going to be made on it. 

On the 19th, which was Monday 

Senator Baker. Wait a minute; just a second. Still on the 18th in 
your call to Mr. Haldeman, Mr. Haldeman was in effect the President’s 
Chief of Staff? 

Mr. Ehrlich aian. Yes, sir. 

Senator Baker. Was there any conversation between you and Mr. 
Haldeman about how unfortunate or incredible or how dangerous this 
was? Was there anything other than a calm, ordinary exchange of 
information ? 

Mr. Ehrlichaiax. No; T think both of us wondered why in the 
world anybody wanted to break in there. That was the depths of the 
Democrats’ fortunes. I don't think anybody believed that anybody in 
that particular office knew" anything that was Worth knowing. 

Senator Baker. Did you ask Mr. Haldeman if he had discussed this 
with the President ? 

Mr. Ehrlichaiax. No ; I didn’t. 
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9. At noon on June 18, 1972 Gordon Strachan telephoned 

Haldeman , 's principal staff assistant, Lawrence Hlgby. Higby told 


Strachan that Haldetnan had spoken with Jeb Magruder about the 
break-in and that John Ehrlichman was handling the entire matter. 

Page 

9.1 Gordon Strachan testimony, 6 SSC 2457 132 

9.2 H. R. Haldeman testimony, 8 SSC 3019 133 


( 131 ) 




9.1 GORDON STEACHAN TESTIMONY* JULY 23, 1973 M q SSC 2457 


2457 


Mr, Strachan. No, I did not. 

Mr. Dash. Did you later learn from Mr. Magruder anything about 
this event ? 


Mr. Strachan. Well, I called him that afternoon and then tried to 
call him again that evening, and did not reach him. Placed a third call 
on Sunday about noon, Washington time, and asked him if he knew 
anything about this since I had rather expected a phone call from Mr. 
Haldeman, and he said “Don’t worry about it, I have been on the phone 
this morning with Bob, and you needn’t know anything about it.” 

Mr. Dash. All right. What did you do after that ? 

Mr. Strachan. 1 called Mr. Higby, because I didn’t really believe 
that Magruder had talked to Mr. Haldeman, Haldeman was down in 
Key Biseayne. Mr. Higby told me yes, in fact Magruder had talked 
with Mr. Haldeman and Mr, Ehrlichman was handling the entire 


matter. 


Mr. Dash. All right. Now, at that point were you concerned about 
any particular thing ? 

Mr. Strachan. Pardon ? 

Mr. Dash. At that point having learned that Mr. Haldeman now 
had spoken to Mr, Magruder and was informed, did a concern come 
into your mind ? 

Mr. Strachan. Yes, I expected over the entire weekend Mr. Halde- 
man to call me and ask me what I knew, if I knew anything why I had 
not reported it to him, the usual very tough questions he would ask. 

Mr. Dash. Did you begin at that time to suspect any problem that 
Mr. Haldeman may have with regard to this ? 

Mr. Strachan. Well, you have to draw one of three conclusions: 
Either he knew about it ahead of time; either he didn’t except me 
to report to him, or he had received a report and had calmed down. 

Mr. Dash. Did you arrive at any one conclusion ? 

Mr. Strachan. It was either one of the latter two, either he knew 
or he didn’t expect me to report to him. 

Mr. Dash, What did you do after you learned that he had heard 
about it, what did you do yourself? 

Mr. Strachan. I didn’t do anything. The White House logs indicate 
that I was in the White House for a minute Sunday, I don’t know 
what that was for. 

The next day, Monday 

Mr. Dash. Monday was June 19, 1972 ? 

Mr. Strachan. That is correct. 

Mr. Dash. All right. 

Mr. Strachan. I began going through my files, Mr. Haldeman’s 
files, to see if there were any indications of any information that would 
be in any way related to this act. 

Mr. Dash. Well, did you come to any conclusion as to whether there 
was anything in the files that would be in any way related ? 

Mr. Strachan. Yes. I pulled out several documents, most partic- 
ularly the political matters memorandum No. IS. 

Mr. Dash. And that was the one that referred to the sophisticated 
intelligence plan ? 

Mr. Strachan. That is correct. 
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3019 

and your activities as chief of staff did not limit itself to just the 
administrative functions. As a matter of f act, even in Mr. Ehrlichman’s 
role you would, from time to time, be asked by the President and 
would make expressions with regard to policy; would you not? 

Mr. Haldeman. Not to any great extent on policy, Mr. Dash. I 
would on procedure or the question of whether everything that should 
be available was available to the President in a policy decision matter, 
but not an opinion as to whether this was the policy we should pursue 
or should not pursue. 

Mr. Dash. Would you be asked from time to time by the President 
concerning your views on various policy issues? 

Mr. Haldeman. I am sure from time to time, but not as a regular 
process, and I would not want to imply that I was a part of the policy- 
making process in terms of substance. I was in terms of procedure. 

Mr. Dash. You spent quite a bit of time with the President in your 
working day; did you not? 

Mr. Haldeman. Yes, I did. 

Mr. Dash. As a matter of fact, you traveled with the President, and 
spent more time with the President than perhaps anyone else other 
than Mr. Ehrlichman; would that be true? 

Mr. Haldeman. That is correct. 

Mr. Dash. Now, could you tell us what your direct staff did that 
aided you in carrying out your administrative functions? 

Mr. Haldeman. My direct personal staff consisted of one or two, 
depending on the period of time, one or two administrative assistants, 
and several secretaries, and that was it. The administrative staff in the 
White House was supervised by the staff secretary, and he had respon- 
sibility for the operations of the mechanics of the White House, the 
support units and that sort of thing. Then as Mr. Butterfield has 
described to you, as my deputy, he had responsibility for a number of 
specific areas of White House operations. I don ? t know if you want me 
to get into details on that or not. 

Mr. Dash, You mentioned Gordon Strachan. What was Gordon 
Strachan ’s position with you? 

Jtfr. Haldeman. He was a staff assistant to me. 

Mr. Dash. When did he become a staff assistant to you ? 

M r. Haldeman. Probably in 1970. 

Mr. Dash. And also what was Mr. Higby’s role with you ? 

Mr. Haldeman. He also was staff assistant or administrative 
assistant. 

Mr. Dash. Now, could you distinguish between the two roles, Mr. 
Strachan ? s role and Mr. Higby’s role? 

Mr. Haldeman. Yes. Mr. Higby had been in that position with 
me during the campaign, in fact he had been with me in private busi- 
ness before I joined the campaign, and 

Mr. Dash. Was this the advertising business you testified to? 

Mr. Haldeman. Yes, sir, yes. 

He was my principal assistant, if you want to describe it that way, 
and was thoroughly familiar with all of the operations of my office, 
backed me up, handled phone calls and correspondence for me, over- 
saw the operation of my office., and handled contact for me with a 
number of the other administrative offices in the White House. 
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10. At 7:32 a.m. on June 19, 1972 Attorney General Kleindienst 
telephoned the Acting Director of the FBI L. Patrick Gray in Palm 
Springs, California, and stated that Kleindienst wished to be briefed 
on the investigation of the break-in at the DNC headquarters. 
Kleindienst told Gray that the President wanted to talk to Kleindienst 
about it that day or possibly the next day. 
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10.1 L. PATRICK GRAY NOTES 


10.1 NOTE : The notes which follow were furnished 

to the House Judiciary Committee staff by 
L. Patrick Gray on April 30, 1974. Mr. Gray 
identified the bracketed portion as referring 
to a conversation which Mr. Gray had with 
Attorney General Kleindienst about a conver- 
sation that Kleindienst was expecting to have 
with the President about Watergate. Mr. Gray 
stated that he told Mr. Kleindienst that W. 

Mark Felt, Acting Associate Director of the 
FBI, would be available later that day to brief 
the Attorney General on the status of the FBI's 
Watergate investigation. 

Certain words and phrases which are 
difficult to read in Mr. Gray's handwritten 
notes were clarified by Mr. Gray and are included 
in the typed copy. 
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10.1 L. PATRICK GRAY NOTES 


Indistinct document retyped by 
House Judiciary Coimnittee_statt 


NYT 

Fri 6/16/72 


Frankfort, Ky. June 15 

The proposed amendment to the U.S, Const, guaranteeing 
equal rights to both sexes reached the halfway point in its 
progress toward ratification today when Ky. became the 19th 
state to approve it. A total of 38 states must ratify the amend- 
ment before it becomes part of the Constitution. Two states 
have rejected ratification. 


Mon 

6-19-72 


Mon 

6-19-72 


Mon 

6-19-72 


6:36 AM TCT WMF from Palm Springs 

FBI Op connected me with WFO ; twice. 

Finally told him to have WMF call me direct. 

He called just shortly after I left to go to Mass - 

7:32 AM TCF R GK 

Sometime today or possibly tomorrow RN is going to 
want to talk to me. Is there anyone there who can 
come to brief me today this PM? Yes WMF . 

7 : 35 AM TCT Farris Lucas 



10:00 

AM. 



9:00 

AM. 

Opening Ceremony 


9:30 

AM 

AG Younger. 

Farris Lucas 9:50AM 

10:00 

AM 

LPGIII 


Break. 


Mon 

*6-19-72 


3:00 AM TCF WMF 

We do not have too much this AM 

' — ^ j have a Memo, to IIR1I & to AG . 

Reed * s memo 


LPG 



Approx 12:00 AM 6/17/72 5 arrested in ofc. 


(Page two of original three) 


Viol of D C 
Code 


HE MAY BE A 
CONSU LT ANT AT 
W.II. 


Had in their possess, burglary tools & eavesdropping eq. 

Open ed panel 

'~All charged w/ burgl ary^ ■ 

4 Held in lieu of $50,000 bail I Interceptio 

Me Cord " ” 30,000 j and 

Dollars on them j Disclosure 

Background. r 

Chk of E. Howard Hunt $6~. 

Hunt employed by CIA to 4/70 
We conducted an inves. for W.H. in 1971 
for a sensitive post some 9 mo ago 

Caddie advised FBI he rec'd a 
call at 3 AM from a person he refuses to 
identify 


Indistinct document retyped by 
House Judiciary Committee staff 
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Indistinct document retyped by 
House Judic iary Committee staff 
identify 

ARE WE IN 

IT SOLIDLY FBI Inves. of 

YES stat . is continuing 


251 1 

18USC251 

Chap 119 

Title 18 [unreadable^ ^ 

(.Interception of Communication V.j 


No. 


Do not send. 


What do you think of our conducting a sweep of 

Demo Ilq for other devices. Not yet; can h d for 24 or 48 
hrs but it is a normal investigation technique. 


On the front page there this AM. 


A Collateral piece on page 7 "Experts Heap Scorn 
on Bungled Caper at Demo. Nat'l. Ilq." 

Our Lab says this is sophisticated equipment 


Recovered bullet from Wallace; can make no positive 
ident. on this bullet - probably from 

(Page three of original three) 

USAgoing to C.J. 


Carol just handed 


Discu s s with 
RGK the cancellation 
of the Dome Stic taps 
ft Get h i s a ssuranc e 
DJ to g ive FB I 
written instructions 


Plarmedon Case 


Ct. outlawed wiretap of Domestic Subversives. 

(1) Prior jud approval required for 
type of surveillance. 

Where Govt illegally eavesdrops, it must 
turn over Evi to def 
Indiv rt. of privacy need no longer 
yield to Govt’s rt. to present itself « p ing 

1 _ . .1 orfrnni r _aVesarof^ j 


( 2 ) 

(3) 

(4) 


In '67 S Ct found E } ectronic E a . 
violated 4™ A but said permissible 
in for. threats - RN took position that 
this was applicable to domestic threats - 


w/o ct per 


Gave WMF i nstructions as to how to handle t h e addres sing 
( 8 Domestic of the memo; meet 1st with RGK ft brief him on facts ; 

Taps then give him my view s re the overall approach to 

? inves. W/G case - no holds barred . 

WMF not sure of Exact no. 


Cha p 119 Tit id UbC 

2511 Interception ft Disclosure Prohibited 

12 Mfr. Distrib &Possession 0 f these devices 

13 Confiscation - 

14 Immunity - 

15 Prohibition of Use as Evi 

16 Authorization of Use of Wiretap 

17 " of Disclose 


Indistinct document retyped by 
House Judiciary Committee staff 
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8:38 AM 


18 Procedure 

19 Rpts 

20 


Indistinct document retyped by 
House Judiciary Committee staff 
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11. In the morning or early afternoon of June 19, 1972 Ehrlichman 
told John Dean to look into the question of White House involvement in 
the break-in at the DNC and to determine Howard Hunt’s White House 
employment status* Dean has testified that he then spoke to Charles 
Colson regarding Colson’s knowledge of the break-in and Hunt’s status 
and that Colson denied knowledge of the event, but expressed concern over 
the contents of Hunt’s safe* Dean has also testified that he spoke 
to Gordon Liddy, who advised of his and Magruder’s involvement in the 
planning and execution of the break-in* Thereafter Ehrlichman 
received a report from Dean that Dean had spoken to Liddy and to law 
enforcement officials, that law enforcement officials were aware that 
the matter went beyond the five persons who were apprehended, that 
Liddy was involved, and that there was a further direct involvement 
of the CRP • 


11.1 

John Dean testimony, 3 SSC 

932-34 

Page 
144 

11.2 

John Dean testimony, Watergate Grand Jury, 



November 19, 1973, 48-50 
Watergate Grand Jury) 

(received from 

147 

11.3 

John Ehrlichman testimony. 

7 SSC 2821-22 
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11.4 

John Ehrlichman testimony. 

6 SSC 2582-83 
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11.1 JOHN DEAN TESTIMONY , JUNE 25 , 1973, 3 SSC 932-34 


932 

I returned from this 4-day trip to the Far East on the morning of 
June 18. When I landed in San Francisco, after 20 hours of 
flying, I called my assistant, Fred Fielding, to check in and tell him 
that I was going to spend an additional day in San Francisco to get 
some sleep before I returned to Washington and, accordingly, I would 
not be in the office until Tuesday. It was at this time that I first learned 
from Mr. Fielding of the break-in at the DNC headquarters. Mr. Field- 
ing told me that he thought I should return home immediately as there 
might be a problem and that he would fill me in when I got home. I 
recall that at first I resisted, but Mr. Fielding, who was not explicit at 
that time, told me I should come back so that he could fill me in. 

Accordingly, I flew back to Washington and arrived on Sunday 
evening. I had a brief conversation with Mr. Fielding and he informed 
me that he had learned from Jack Caulfield that Mr. McCord from 
the reelection committee was among those arrested in the Democratic 
National Committee headquarters on Saturday and also that one of 
the Cubans arrested had a check that was made out by Howard Hunt 
to some country club. I recall that my immediate reaction was that 
Chuck Colson was probably involved. I was truly exhausted at this 
point so I told Mr. Fielding that I couldn’t do anything at that time 
and I went to bed without doing a thing. 

On Monday morning, June 19, I arrived at my office about 9:15, 
my normal arrival time at the office. While reading the news accounts 
of the incident, I received a call from Jack Caulfield who repeated 
what Mr. Fielding had told me on Sunday evening. Mr. Caulfield in- 
formed me that he had received the information from Mr. Boggs of 
the Secret Service. I next received a call from Mr. Magruder and, as 
best I can recall, Magruder said something to the effect that this might 
create some problems and I should look into it. He also stated that 
this was all Liddy’s fault and he volunteered a few harsh epithets 
regarding Liddy. I also recall Magruder mentioning something about 
how the committee was going to handle the matter publicly but I can- 
not remember specifically what he stated regarding this. I told Ma- 
gruder that I had just arrived back in the country and did not know 
any of the facts surrounding the incident, but I would look into it. 

I next received a call from Ehrlichman, who instructed me to find 
out what I could and report back to him. I advised Ehrlichman of 
my call from Magruder and told him I probably should talk to 
Liddy — he agreed. I recall that Ehrlichman told me to find out what 
Colson’s involvement was in the matter and he also suggested I speak 
with Mr. Kleindienst to see what the Justice Department knew about 
it. I told him I would report back to him after I talked with Liddy. 
I next received a call from Gordon Strachan who said he wanted to 
meet with me. I informed him that I would not be able to meet with 
him until early in the afternoon. He said he would drop by my office 
after lunch. 

I next talked with Chuck Colson on the phone. I asked him what he 
knew about the incident and he vehemently protested that he knew 
nothing and had no involvement in the matter whatsoever. Colson 
advised me that Ehrlichman had spoken with him earlier regarding 
Mr. Hunt, earlier during that weekend, and Colson said that we should 
get together with Ehrlichman as soon as possible. I recall asking 
Colson if Hunt still worked for him and again he became very de- 
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fensive and stated that he was merely on his payroll as a consultant 
because Ehrlichman had so requested. He asked me to determine if 
Hunt was still on his payroll and I said I would check. Colson also 
expressed concern over the contents of Hunt's safe. Several weeks 
later — probably 4 or. 5 — I learned from Paul O’Brien, who was 
representing the reelection committee, that he had learned from Mr. 
Hunt’s attorney, Mr. William Bittman, that Hunt and Colson spoke 
on the telephone over the weekend of June 17-18, and that Hunt had 
told Colson to get the materials out of his — Hunt's — office safe. 

Mr. Hugh Sloan called me to tell me he was worried. At that time 
I knew of no reason why Mr. Sloan should be worried so I told him 
not to worry. He told me that he would like to meet with me and I 
told him that I was trying to find out what had happened and re- 
quested we meet in a few days. I do not recall the precise date we did 
meet. 

I next contacted Liddy and asked him to meet with me. He said he 
would come to my office. As he came into the office I was on my way 
out. I suggested we take a walk. It was shortly before noon and we 
walked down 17th Street toward the Corcoran Gallery. 

I will try to reconstruct the conversation to the best of my memory. 
While I cannot recall every detail, I do indeed recall the major items 
we discussed. 

Mr. Liddy told me that the men who had been arrested in the DXC 
were his men and he expressed concern about them. I asked him why 
he had men in the DXC and he told me that Magruder had pushed 
him into doing it. He told me that he had not wanted to do it, but 
Magruder had complained about the fact that they were not getting 
good information from a bug they had placed in the DXC sometime 
earlier. He then explained something about the steel structure of the 
Watergate Office Building that was inhibiting transmission of the bug 
and that they had gone into the building to correct this problem. He 
said that he had reported to Magruder that during the earlier entry 
of the DXC offices they had seen documents — which I believe he told 
me were either Government documents or classified documents — and 
Magruder had told him to make copies of those documents. 

Liddy was very apologetic for the fact that they had been caught and 
that Mr. McCord was involved. He told me that he had used Mr. 
McCord only because Magruder had cut his budget so badly. I asked 
him why one of the men had a check from Mr. Howard Hunt and he 
told me that these men were friends of Hunt and Hunt had put him 
in touch with them. I do not recall Liddy discussing any further in- 
volvement of Hunt, other than Hunt's putting him in touch with the 
Cubans. I asked him if anyone from the White House was involved 
and he told me no. 

As the conversation ended he again expressed his apologv and his 
concern about the men in jail. I told him I couldn't help and he said he 
understood. He also told me that he was a soldier and would never talk. 
He said if anvone wished to shoot him on the street, he was ready. 
As we parted I said I would be unable to discuss this with him further. 
He said he understood and T returned to mv office. 

After returning to mv office I arranged a meeting with Ehrlichman 
in his office for mid-afternoon. Gordon Straclmn came to my office 
shortly after I had met with Liddy. Straehan told me that he had been 


( 145 ) 


11.1 JOHN DEAN TESTIMONY* JUNE 2b 3 l$?S 9 3 SSC 932-24 

934 

instructed by Haldeman to go through all of Mr. Haldeman’s files 
over the weekend and remove and destroy damaging materials. He 
told me that this material included such matters as memorandums from 
the reelection committee, documents relating to wiretap information 
from the DNC, notes of meetings with Haldeman, and a document 
which reflected that Haldeman had instructed Magruder to transfer 
his intelligence gathering from Senator Muskie to Senator McGovern. 
Strachan told me his files were completely clean. 

I spoke with Mr. Kleindienst and he told me that both the FBI 
and the D.C. Metropolitan Police were investigating, and he assumed 
that the FBI would take full jurisdiction of the case shortly. Fie also 
alluded to his encounter with Liddy at Burning Tree Country Club, 
but did not explain this in full until 1 later met with him. I do not 
have a record of when I met with Mr. Kleindienst, but it was either 
on Monday, the 19th, or the next day. I will describe that meeting 
shortly. 

I met with Ehrlichman in the mid-afternoon and reported in full 
my conversation with Liddy. I also told Ehrlichman about the earlier 
meetings I had attended in Mitchell’s office in late January’ and early 
February and my subsequent conversation with Haldeman. He told 
me he wanted to meet later with Colson and told me to attend. Ehrlich- 
man also requested that I keep him advised and find out from the 
Justice Department on what was going on. I did not mention my con- 
versation with Strachan because I assumed that Ehrlichman was aware 
of this from Haldeman himself. 

Later that afternoon I attended a second meeting in Ehrlichman’s 
office with Colson. I recall Ehrlichman asking where Hunt was. I said 
I had no idea and Colson made a similar statement. At that point, be- 
fore the meeting had started, Ehrlichman instructed me to call Liddy 
to have him tell Hunt to get out of the country. I did this, without 
even thinking. Shortly after I made the call, however, 1 realized that 
no one in the White House should give such an instruction and raised 
the matter. A brief discussion ensued between Ehrlichman and myself. 
As I recall, Ehrlichman said that he was not a fugitive from justice, 
so why not. I said that I did not think it was very wise. At this point, 
Colson chimed in that he also thought it unwise and Ehrlichman 
agreed. I immediately called Liddy again to retract the request but he 
informed me that he had already passed the message and it might be 
too late to retract. 

Following this brief telephone skirmish regarding Hunt’s travel 
plans, the meeting turned to Hunt’s status at the White Plouse. I had 
learned from Fred Fielding, who I had asked to check on it, that Hunt 
had not drawn a check from his White Plouse consultantship since late 
March of 1972. But as far as I knew, the records indicated that Hunt 
was still a White House consultant to Colson. After discussions of this 
bv Colson, who at this point was disowning Hunt as a member of his 
staff, Ehrlichman called Mr. Bruce Ivehrli and requested that he bring 
Hunt’s personnel records up to Ebrlichman’s office. Before Kehrli ar- 
rived, Colson raised the matter of Hunt’s safe. Colson, without getting 
specific, said it was imperative that someone get the contents of Hunt’s 
safe. Colson suggested, and Ehrlichman concurred, that I take custody 
of the contents of the safe. 
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Q And what did you cell Mr. Ehrlichman? 

A Well, I reported to Mr. Ehrlichman everything that 
Ltddy had told me and I recall recounting back to him, trying 
to put all the pieces I had available at that point together, 
by telling him about the meetings /which had occurred in the 
Attorney General's Office in January and February of '72. 

Q Those were the meetings at which Liddy presented 
his intelligence programs? 

| A That's correct. 

Q Did Mr. Ehrlichman again mention that he was going 
to meet with Mr. Colson later that afternoon? 

A He did. He mentioned that Mr. Colson was seeking 
a meeting and that he wanted me to be present in that meeting 
when it took place. 

Q Did Mr. Ehrlichman also mention to you, on June 19th* 
at some time, that you ought to contact the Justice Department 
to find out what was going on in the investigation? 

A Yes, he did. 

Q And what did you do about that, if anything? 

A I called Mr. Kleindienst and had a conversation with 

Mr. Kleindienst and I later saw Mr. Kleindienst. 

Q Now, during these first few conversations with Mr. 
Ehrlichman, after the Watergate break-in, did he instruct you 
to conduct an investigation and to determine whether anyone 
in the White House was responsible or had knowledge of the 
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Watergate break-in? Give you a specific instruction to con- 
duct a Watergate investigation? 

A I wouldn't say it was an instruction to conduct an 
investigation* He just told me to keep my eyes and ears open 
and learn what I could. 

Q Did Mr. Ehrlichman, or anyone else in the White 
House, ever give you a specific instruction to conduct an 
investigation into this matter, telling you that it was your 
responsibility to make a determination of the facts and deter- 
mine whether anyone in the White House was involved or re- 
sponsible? 

A Well, I wouldn't say that it was really until late 
August, when it was reported that I had conducted such an in- 
vestigation, that there ever became any semblence of such an 
investigation and, after that, when it had been put on the 
public record that I had conducted an investigation, I began 
to pretend like I had conducted an investigation. 

But I am unaware of ever being instructed to do an 
investigation, because I would have proceeded much differently 
if I was investigating. I was merely sort of catch as catch 
can. 

Q Was this -- did it naturally fall to you, as counsel 
to the President, as a person who had had formal liaison with 
the Justice Department, and the informal contacts there, to be 
the person at the White House most, aware of what was going on 
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in the Watergate investigation? 

A Well, with things like this, what would generally 
happen is that after Mr. Haldeman and Mr. Ehrlichman would 
either lose interest or get consumed in something else, it 
would fall to me to be the roan to follow up and continue the 
liaison and keep them abreast of what I was learning. 

Q Are you speaking now about legal matters and Justice 
Department matters, generally? 

A No, I can’t say that generally, no, because, for 
example, antitrust areas were something X very seldom got 
into. 

Q I mean you are not speaking simply of Watergate? 

A No, I'm not. I'm thinking of other instances where 
things were rather active for a while and they die off. I'm 
thinking of the Lithuanian defecter problem, where everyone 
had their hands in it for a while and then, when it fell to 
the daily job of keeping abreast of what was happening, when 
it wasn't in the headlines, that was my job. 

I'm thinking of the Calley case, where there was a 
great flurry of activity, and when it got down to, you know, 
following daily what indeed was happening to Mr. Calley, that 
was my office. That's the way things generally happened there 
Q Now, on June 19th, did you also have a meeting with 
Cordon Strachan? 

A Yes, I did. 
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for the action of the President of the United States, that such plans 
are carefully researched and evaluated. Would that be a fair 
assumption? 

Senator Baker. Mr. Chairman, that is not the way we are going to 
conserve time. I think what we are going through now is evidence that 
this committee is in fact tired. But that is — the question of whether it’s 
evidence or not is something that we will pass on, and I frankly am 
not interested in what this witness thinks about whether it is or is not 
evidence. I am interested in what he knows or doesn’t know. I re- 
spectfully recommend that we move on to hard evidence. 

Senator Ervin. The witness has stated that he knew nothing about 
these documents, and the documents are in evidence and the committee 
can draw such conclusions from the documents. I don’t believe that the 
witness ought to be compelled to testify about matters that he said he 
knew nothing about. 

Mr. Dash. But you did testify, Mr. Ehrlichman, that in March of 
this year you spoke to the President and discussed this particular entry 
and he said that he knew that it was legal and justified for national 
security. Did he mention to you that he had received any kind of a con- 
trary advice at any other time ? 

Mr. Ehrlichman. Well now, that question makes an assumption not 
in evidence, Mr, Dash, that the President said he knew it was legal. I 
don’t believe I have ever testified to that. Maybe some other witness 
has, but I don’t know where you got that idea. I could not answer the 
question with that assumption in it. 

Mr. Dash. I thought that was your testimony. I asked you the ques- 
tion earlier whether or not in March you talked to the President and 
the President said that he believed it was legal and justified for 
national security and I thought you answered in the affirmative. 

Mr. Ehrlichman. Well, I certainly would not want to give you the 
impression that the President had given me a legal opinion on this at 
that time. But what the President said was that he felt that it was 
important, and it was necessary, that in the context of the massive 
thefts, the turnover to the Russian Embassy and all the context, of that 
operation that he certainly could not criticize the men who had under- 
taken this in good faith believing that they were responding to the 
urgency of the circumstances. 

Mr. Dash. All right. The testimony you do leave with the committee 
is that your own personal evaluation as to its legality was a recent one 
after advice of counsel ? 

Mr. Ehrlichman. Well, I certainly would not want to leave that 
impression either, Mr. Dash, and I would simply stand on my actual 
answers. 

Mr. Dash. Well, the record will so show. 

Now, you testified that you met and in effect your log shows that you 
met twice with Mr. Dean on June 19, 1972, which was 2 days after the 
break-in at the Watergate, once at noon, alone, and again at 4 p.m. with 
Mr. Clawson, Mr. Colson, and Mr. Kelirli. Now at the noon meeting 
with Mr. Dean, can you give us your recollection as to what that meet- 
ing was about and whether you were discussing the Watergate break- 
in ? 

Mr. Ehrlichman. Yes; I believe we were, and T believe that it was 
basically to determine between us the inquiries which I felt he ought to 
make in order to try to determine what had taken place. 
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Mr. Dash. Did he not at that time report to you that he had spoken 
to Mr. Diddy ? 

Mr. Ehrlichman. No, I don’t believe, so. 

Mr. Dash. He made no report at that time to you as to any of the 
investigations he had made during the day of the 19th ? 

Mr. Ehriachman. 1 have the impression that Mr. Dean hadn’t been 
at work very long at that time, and that he was just getting started 

Mi*. Dash. All right. 

Now, at 4 p.m., what was the purpose of the meeting with ill*. Dean, 
Mr. Clawson, Mi*. Colson, and Mr. Kehrli ? 

Mr. Ehriachalan. The principal purpose, as I recall, was to be in 
a position to answer inquiries wiiich, I guess, Mr. Clawson was get- 
ting or the press people were getting, about Hunt’s White House 
status, of whether he was still an employee of the White House, if not 
when he had terminated and under what circumstances, and so forth. 

Mr. Dash. And isn’t that when Mr. Kehrli was brought up to check 
the record ? Would Mr. Kehrli have the record of that ? 

Mr. Ehriachman. Mr. Kehrli was the staff secretary and would 
have to be involved in any discussion of that kind. There was another 
subject or two discussed at the time but as I recall, that was the pre- 
cipitating question. 

Mr. Dash. Well, aside from Mr. Hunt on the payroll, wasn’t the 
focus at that meeting on the question of Hunt himself? Hunt’s status 
at the White House and also the question that Mr. Hunt had a safe 
in the White House and that the safe ought to be opened ? 

Wasn’t that part of the discussion ? 

Mr. Ehriachman. Yes, it was, as I previously testified. 

Mr. Dash. Yes. 

And actually that safe was opened at that time on the evening of 
the 19th? 

Mr. Ehriachman. I don’t know. I think it must have been either 
that evening or the next morning. 

Mr. Dash. Now, what was the concern and who brought up the con- 
cern of what the contents of Mr. Hunt’s safe would show ? 

Mr. Ehriachman. I don’t recall, Mr. Dash. Somebody at the meet- 
ing. 

I think the way it came up was not so much a personal concern as 
it was an inquiry by the investigation — either the Metropolitan Po- 
lice and/or the FBI, as to whether Hunt had any belongings in the 
White House. 

Mr. Dash. Now, on June 20, 1972, you met at 9 o’clock with Mr. 
Haldeman and Mr. Mitchell joined by Mr. Dean at 9:45, joined by 
Attorney General Kleindienst at 9 :55, and then at 10 :30 you had a 
meeting with the President. 

Was that also a followup to find out what was going on in terms 
of Watergate? 

Mr. EHRiACHvrAX. I think this was the process of trying to get 
everybody together who might know anything, to try and get a pic- 
ture of what the investigation was going to be, whether there might 
be other people involved, just what the — to try and get the campaign 
director and the head of the Department of Justice and everybody 
together in one place to ask questions. 
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Senator Baker. Did you ask him if it had been brought to his at- 
tention of — if the President knew about it ? 

Mr. Ehrlichman. No; I am quite sure I didn't. That is not some- 
thing that I would ordinarily put in that way to Mr. Haldeman. 

Senator Baker. Well, did you put it in any way to Mr. Plaldeman ? 

Mr- Ehrlichman. No; I didn’t believe so. 

My assumption is that news of that kind gets to the President forth- 
with. 

Senator Baker. Well, did you ask what the President thought about 
it if you assumed that ? 

Mr. Ehrlichman. No, no. 

Senator Baker. All right, sir ; go ahead. 

Mr. Ehruchmax. I don’t think I did anything else with relation to 
that subject matter on that Sunday. At least, I can’t recall anything. 

On Monday, I had a meeting with John Dean in midday, and we 
discussed this, really, in terms of two aspects. One was the White House 
involvement question, and I asked him to see if he could get that solved 
in short order — that is, was Hunt a White House employee or not, what 
was his status, and so forth ? Because that was still lingering as an open 
question. 

Second, it was obvious that this was going to be a campaign issue 
and I was concerned about knowing everything that I could know so 
that, when Ron Ziegler and the Presidential party got back to town, 
we would be in shape to sit down and talk about its implications in 
terms of its being a political issue. 

Senator Baker. Mr. Ehrlichman, it occurs to me, and I may be 
entirely wrong, but it occurs to me that if someone on my staff, even 
remotely on my staff, were charged with breaking and entering into 
the Democratic National Committee headquarters or someone was 
even associated with it in a newspaper column, that I would be deter- 
mined to find out if that happened. 

Now, was there this air of urgency in the White House on your 
part or Haldeman’s part or Dean’s part ? Is it not coming through 
that way? It sounds like a routine staff operation. But this wasn’t 
a routine staff operation. 

Mr. Ehrlichman. Point 1, he wasn’t on my staff. But that is 
beside the point. 

I think there was a sense of the political implications of this thing. 
It was a dumb, shocking, unredeemable kind of thing for people 
connected with the Committee To Re-Elect to have done to the Demo- 
crats. There isn’t any way of glossing it. 

And certainly, the Democrats were going to exploit this if they 
possibly could. The fact that there might be a White House con- 
nection was really the central problem in this as far as I was concerned. 

Senator Baker. When did you first learn that this was orchestrated 
by people who were connected with the CRP? 

Mr. Ehrlichman. Well, McCord was in it right from the first 
minute, and I am sure I learned of that connection on the evening 
news or some way, so that I knew right from the first day that there 
was a, literally a, CRP employee involved in this thing. 

Senator Baker. When did you find out that it was more than just 
a CRP employee? 
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Mr. Ehrlichman. I do not think that I — well, and, of course, 
Boggs’ call said Hunt — Hunt, with a White House designation on 
the slip or the card or whatever it was. So there was that warning 
light on right from that moment. 

I do not think I knew about Liddy and his involvement until after 
Dean reported back late on the 19th or early on the 20th, something 
like that time. 

Senator Baker. What did Mr. Dean report to you? 

Mr. Ehrlichman. He reported to me that he had — I should go back 
to what I asked him to do and I guess I pretty well finished with that. 

I expressed my concern on these two fronts. And when he came back, 
he said he had talked to Liddy and that he had also talked to the 
people at the Justice Department or the police department, or some- 
where, and had a feel for this thing. And he said, the Justice Depart- 
ment or the law enforcement people, anyway, were aware that this 
matter went beyond just the five fellows who were caught and that 
Liddy was involved and it was just a matter of time before he would 
be picked up, and that there was a further direct involvement of the 
CRP in this. 

Senator Baker. All right. That was on what, the 19th of June ? 

Mr. Ehrlichman. I believe it was either the close of business on 
the 19th or the next day. 

Senator Baker. Stop at that point, Mr. Ehrlichman. Let us explore, 
as the saying goes in this committee, that point in time. Let us see what 
you did w ith that information. 

At that point, John Dean, who was counsel to the President, indi- 
cated to you that Liddy was involved, that others at the CRP were 
involved, and it would be just a matter of time before others were 
picked up and implicated, and broadly implied, based on your testi- 
mony just now, that the CRP was deeply involved in this situation. 

What did you do with that information ? Did you pick up the tele- 
phone and call the President, did you call Haldeman? What did you 
do with it? 

Mr. Ehrlichman. I think by that time the President and the travel- 
ing party were on their way back. I believe that this meeting that was 
held on Tuesday morning was held at my instance and it involved Mr. 
Mitchell, the Attorney General, Mr. Haldeman, and me, and John 
Dean. And this was for the purpose of gathering as much information 
as possible at the top levels, and seeing what ought to proceed from 
that, what next step ought to be taken from that point forward. 

Senator Baker. Take the one part of my question that I put in sev- 
eral parts. Did any of you call the President or convey to the President 
the information that Liddy and others involved with the CRP were go- 
ing to be involved and identified with the break-in to the Democratic 
national headquarters? 

Mr. Eiirlichman. I did not, Senator. I am not sure whether this was 
imparted to the President bv anybody else. 

Senator Baker. Well, Mr. Ehrlichman, to pursue that point just 
one step further, did you then know or have you since learned that as 
of June 19, 1972, someone did impart that information to the Presi- 
dent— that is, that Liddy, McCord, Hunt, and others at the CRP were 
involved in the break-in? 

Mr. Ehrlichman. I do not know that of my own knowledge. 
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12.1 MEETINGS AND CONVERSATIONS BETWEEN THE PRESIDENT AND 
CHARLES COLSON , JUNE 29, 1972 



MEETINGS AND TELEPHONE CONVERSATIONS BETV/'EEN 


THE 

PRESIDENT 

AMD CHARLES W. COLSON 

Jane 

16, 1972 

June 16, 

1972 - April 30, 1973 

101528 

AM 

8:37 

10:17 

Cabinet Meeting in the Cabinet Room. 
Mr. Colson attended. 

June 

18, 1972 



PM 

3:00 

3:31 

President placed a long distance call 
to Mr. Colson (Key Biscayne) 


6:39 

6:48 

President placed a long distance call 
to Mr. Colson (Key Biscayne) 

| June 19, 1972 



AM 

L_ 

10:49 

11:48 

President placed a long distance call 
to Mr. Colson (Key Biscayne) 
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20, 1972 



PM 

2:16 

2:17 

President placed local call to Mr. Colson 


2:20 

3:30 

President met with Mr. Colson in the 
Presidents EOB office 


8:04 

8:21 

President placed local call to Mr. Colson 


11:33 

12:05 AM 

President placed local call to Air. Colson 
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I appreciate the opportunity to present this opening 
sta cement to your Committee. I shall first attempt to the best 
of my recollection to recount my knowledge of the events 
surrounding the Watergate Affair. 

I will also attempt, if I may, to give this Committee 
some insight into the mood and atmosphere which existed in 

the White House during the Nixon years. I have followed your- 

1 

proceedings to data; it is clear that you are seeking to deter- 
mine not only what in fact happened, but why and how these 
things could have happened. 


AS TO THE FACTS: 


I first heard that there had been 
Democratic National Committee headquarters 
war Saturday, June 17, 1972., I thought it 
ordinary burgle - "} - - one more addition to 


a burglary at the 
on the radio. It 
was no more than an 
the D., C. crime 
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which I believe took place in my office -- 
John Dean told me that Mr. Hunt had "been 
ordered out of the country" or words to 
that effect. I exploded. I said some- 
thing to the effect that "that is the 
dumbest thing I have ever heard; that 
could make the White House a party to 
a fugitive from justice charge." Mr. 

Dean then went to a telephone. I do not 
know who he called nor do I know who 
issued the original instructions to which 
Mr. Dean referred, Mr, Dean did tell 
me later that it was my reaction that 
caused him to countermand the original 
order. 

5. The President called me from Florida the 
morning of June 19. As I recall, he asked 
me what I knew about what was going on. 

In this and in subsequent conversations, he 
was quite obviously angered and incredulous 
that anyone even remotely involved with the 
Presidential campaign apparatus could have 
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engaged in such conduct. As I recall ray 
initial conversations with the President, 

I merely explained that I had no idea what 
had happened. 1 do recall several discussions 
with the President during that and ensuing 
weeks in which he expressed great annoyance 
at the way in which the Committee for the 
Re-election was being managed. He complained 
bitterly that he had himself not been able 
to devote any time to campaign matters or 
organization and that he believed it was 
overstaffed and overpaid. He expressed 
his long-held belief that it was inad- 
visable to staff a campaign organization 
with people primarily concerned with their 
salaries; he said people should participate 
in a campaign because they believe in their 
cause. He said that the Committee had too 
much money to spend, that the Watergate 
was an example of the kind of misguided 
enterprise that results from too much 
money. He told me on more than one 
occasion that he had ordered Mr. Haldeman 
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to have the staff at the Committee re- 
duced, to insure that no one was being 
paid more than they had made in prior 
employment and to get the management 
of the campaign and the Committee under 
tight control. 


On Tuesday, June 20, 1972, the Washington Star carried 
a banner headline, "Colson Aide-Barker Tied." It was immediately 
obvious to me that the press would attempt to tie the Water- 
gate into the White House on the basis of Hunt's former associa- 
tion with me. Accordingly, I immediately dictated a memo; 
for the file detailing all contacts of any kind that I could 
recall having had with Hunt during the year 1972. A copy of 
that memo was provided to your staff during oiir meet ingfon 
May 3. 


Although I knew that I had had no involvement in the 
Watergate, I believed that it might become important to have an 
accurate record. 

One of the things mentioned in the memorandum was a 
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13. On June 19, 1972 Howard Hunt went to the Executive Office 
Building and reviewed the contents of his safe. He determined that 
the contents included cables Hunt had fabricated indicating a rela- 
tionship between the Kennedy Administration and the assassination of 
Vietnamese President Diem, materials relating to Gemstone, James 
McCord f s electronic equipment, and other material. Hunt thereupon 
informed Charles Colson 1 s secretary, Joan Hall, that Hunt’s safe 
contained sensitive materials . 

Page 

13.1 E. Howard Hunt testimony, 9 SSC 3672, 3689 162 
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At this early time of your employment at the White House, Mr 
Hunt, did you have access to State Department cables covering the 
period of the Diem assassination ? 

Mr. Htjkt. I did. 

Mr. Dash. Why did you have access to them ? 

Mr. Hunt. Because I had requested such access and it had been 
granted me. 

Mr. Dash. Now, in the review of these cables, did you notice any 
irregularity of sequence? 

Mr. Hunt. I did. 

Mr. Dash. In what period did the gap in sequence occur? 

Mr. Hunt. The period immediately leading up to the assassination 
of the Premier of South Vietnam. 

Mr. Dash. Did you show the cables to Mr. Colson and offer an inter- 
pretation of them ? 

Mr. Hunt. I showed him copies of those chronological cables, yes, 
sir. 

Mr. Dash. And what interpretation, if any, did you give him con- 
cerning the cables? 

Mr. Hunt. I told him that the construction I placed upon the 
absence of certain cables was that thev had been abstracted from the 
files maintained by the Department of State in chronological fashion 
and that while there was every reason to believe, on the basis of an 
accumulated evidence of the cable docxunentation, that the Kennedy 
administration was implicitly, if not explicitly, responsible for the 
assassination of Diem and his brother-in-law, that there was no hard 
evidence such as a cable emanating from the White House or a reply 
coming from Saigon, the Saigon Embassy. 

Mr. Dash. What was Mr. Colson’s reaction to your statement and the 
showing of the cable to him ? Did he agree that the cables were suffi- 
cient evidence to show any relationship between the Kennedy adminis- 
tration and the assassination of Diem ? 

Mr. Hunt. He did. 

Mr. Dash. Did he ask you to do anything ? 

Mr. Hunt. He suggested that I might be able to improve upon the 
record. To create, to fabricate cables that could substitute for the 
missin g chronological cables. 

Mr. Dash. Did you in fact fabricate cables for the purpose of indi- 
cating the relationship of the Kennedy administration and the assas- 
sination of Diem ? 

Mr . Hunt. I did. 

Mr. Dash. Did you show these fabricated cables to Mr. Colson ? 

Mr. Hunt. I did. 

Mr. Dash. What was his response to the fabricated cables? 

Mr. Hunt. He indicated to me that he would be probably getting in 
touch with a member of the media, of the press, to whom he would 
show the cables. 

Mr. Dash. And were you in fact put in touch with a member of the 
media ? 

Mr. Hunt. I was. 

Mr. Dash. Who was that ? 

Mr. Hunt. Mr. William Lambert of Life magazine. 
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Mr. Dash. Did you take ;.iy money out of the safe ? 

Mr. Hunt. Yes, sir, I did. 

Mr. Dash. How much ? 

Mr. Hunt. I took out $10,000. 

Mr. Dash. Where did you get that money ? 

Mr. Hunt. That was contingency money that had been provided me 
l>y Mr. Liddy. 

Mr. Dash. Contingency just in case there was this kind of trouble? 

Mr. Hunt. Yes, sir ; in case there was a mishap. 

Mr. Dash. What did you do with that money ? 

Mr. Hunt. I took it during the course of the early morning to Mr. 
Caddy’s apartment and gave it to him on behalf of the five men who 
had been arrested. 

Mr. Dash. Did you make an analysis or review of the contents of 
your safe at that time or a later time ? 

Mr. Hunt. No, sir ; not at that time. 

Mr. Dash. When did you, if you did ? 

Mr. Hunt. Excuse me. 

Mr. Dash. Mr. Hunt, this might help you. Do you recall returning 
to your office at the EOB and looking through the contents of your 
safe ? 

Mr. Hunt. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Dash. And do you recall that that was on or about June 19, 
1972? 

Mr. Hunt. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Dash. Just very briefly, can you describe the contents of your 
safe at that time, what you had in there ? 

Mr. Hunt. Well, there was a great deal of material, Mr. Dash. 

Mr. Dash. J list by category. 

Mr. Hunt. There were the fabricated Vietnamese cables that I had 
shown to Mr. Colson, Mr. Conein, and Mr. Lambert. There was mate- 
rial relating to Gemstone ; there were transcripts of my conversations 
with Mr. Clifton De Motte, for example. There was a very substantial 
amount of material, part of which was shown me at the time of dis- 
covery by the D.S. attorney — perhaps I am not being responsive. 

Mr. Dash. Yes, you are being responsive. Did it also include the 
briefcase which included Mr. McCord’s electronic equipment ? 

Mr. Hunt. Oh, yes; that was there. 

Mr. Dash. Now, did you inform anyone on that day of the contents 
of your safe ? 

Mr. Hunt. I did. 

Mr. Dash. Who was that ? 

Mr. Hunt. Mr. Colson’s secretary. 

Mr. Dash. What is her name ? 

Mr. Hunt. Her name was Mrs. Joan Hall. 

Mr. Dash. Did you characterize or say anything about the contents? 

Mr. Hunt. Yes, sir ; I did. 

Mr. Dash. What did you say ? 

Mr. Hunt. Before I left the White House for the last time, I stopped 
by Mr. Colson’s office, not to see him but simply to inform Mrs. Hall, 
whom I knew held the combination to my safe, that it contained sensi- 
tive material. I simply said to her, “I just want you to know that that 
safe is loaded.” 
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14. During the afternoon of June 19, 1972 John Ehvlichman, Charles 
Colson, John Dean, Bruce A. Kehrli, Staff Assistant to H. R. Haldeman, 
and Ken Clawson, White House Deputy Director of Communications, met in 
Ehrlichman's office and discussed Howard Hunt's White House employment 
status. Colson stated that Hunt should have been terminated as a White 
House consultant as of March 31, 1972. Kehrli was asked to and did 
bring Hunt's employment records to Ehrlichman's office. These records 
did not indicate that Hunt's consultant status had been terminated. 

By memorandum dated June 19, 1972 Colson transmitted to Dean documents 
relating to Hunt's status. 

(By memorandum dated March 27, 1972 to Charles Colson, Hunt had 
requested assistance in changing the annuity benefit option he had 
selected upon retirement from the CIA. By memorandum dated March 30, 
1972 to Kehrli, Richard Howard, Staff Assistant to Charles Colson, had 
inquired respecting Hunt's situation. At the top of the original of 
the Howard memorandum, there is a handwritten note: "Noble - Please 
let me know on this w/o giving out any info, on the name of the fellow 
we're trying to help. B." At the bottom of that memorandum there is a 
handwritten note "OK - Drop as of April 1, 1972 BAK." On May 5, 1972 
Hunt had written a letter on White House stationery to CIA General 
Counsel Lawrence Houston, renewing his request respecting his benefit 
option and stating that he had discussed the matter with the White 
House legal staff.) 
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FRIDAY, 

JUNE 16, 1972 


8:00 ■ 

HRH office 


3:30 

Cabinet meeting 


10:20' 

President, Secretaries Richardson, 

Hodgson (HR 

12:25 

Dr. Ed David 


1:00 

President 


2:20 

Tennis with Cole, Hullin, Harper 


4:00 

Roosevelt Room - p. r. group 


7:00 

Black tie dinner with Mrs. Shouse iollowed by 

3:30 . 

'Wolf Trap opening 


MONDAY. 

, JUNE 19, 1972 . 


CO 

in 

Roosevelt Room 


10:30 \ 

Dave Young, Walt Minnich 


12:00 

John Dean 


12:45 - 

Lunch in Mess with Dr. William Wa 
AG Kleindienst 

Ash (HGPii,) 

1:45 


_2;10 

Ambassador William Middendorf 



XT:0_0 _ 


8:30 

TUESDAY, JUNE 20, 1972 


C ol s on, D ean, Kehrli ,_.I\eii_Cl aws on 

Mark Evans, Clarence Arata, Cong. Ken Gray/ 

John Statler (Pres, , DC Board of Trade), Sallyanne Payton 
(DC Arena) 

Motion Picture Association - u Butterflies are Free" 


8:00 

HRH office 


8:15- 

Roosevelt Room 


9:00 

HRH, Mitchell 


9:45 ' 

Joined by John Dean 


9:55 

Joined by AG Kleindienst 


10:30 

President 


12:00 

William Lane (per John Connally) 


1:00 

Lunch with Roy Wilkins - JDE office 


2:25 

Car at west basement 


2:35 

Senator Griffin, Tom Korologos, Ed 

Morgan . 

3:00 

Senator Bennett, Tom Korologos 


4:00 

Social Security - MacGregor, Cook, 
Evans, Weinberger, O’Neill 

Korologos 

5;00 

Haircut 


o:00 

Jim Gannon (Wall Street Journal) 
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instructed by Haldeman to go through all of Mr, Haldeman’s files 
over the weekend and remove and destroy damaging materials- He 
told me that this material included such matters as memorandums from 
the reelection committee, documents relating to wiretap information 
from the DNC, notes of meetings with Haldeman, and a document 
which reflected that Haldeman had instructed Magruder to transfer 
his intelligence gathering from Senator Muskie to Senator McGovern. 
Strachan told me his files were completely clean. 

I spoke with Mr. Kleindienst and he told me that both the FBI 
and the D.C. Metropolitan Police were investigating, and he assumed 
that the FBI would take full jurisdiction of the case shortly. He also 
alluded to his encounter with Liddy at Burning Tree Country Club, 
but did not explain this in full until I later met with him. I do not 
have a record of when I met with Mr. Kleindienst, but it was either 
on Monday, the 19th, or the next day. I will describe that meeting 
shortly. 

I met with Ehrlichman in the mid-afternoon and reported in full 
my conversation with Liddy. I also told Ehrlichman about the earlier 
meetings I had attended in Mitchell’s office in late January and early 
February and my subsequent conversation with Haldeman. He told 
me he wanted to meet later with Colson and told me to attend. Ehrlich- 
man also requested that I keep him advised and find out from the 
Justice Department on what was going on. I did not mention my con- 
versation with Strachan because I assumed that Ehrlichman was aware 
of this from Haldeman himself. 

Later that afternoon I attended a second meeting in Ehrlichman’s 
office with Colson. I recall Ehrlichman asking where Hunt was. I said 
I had no idea and Colson made a similar statement. At that point, be- 
fore the meeting had started, Ehrlichman instructed me to call Liddy 
to have him tell Hunt to get out of the country. I did this, without 
even thinking. Shortly after I made the call, however, I realized that 
no one in the White House should give such an instruction and raised 
the matter. A brief discussion ensued between Ehrlichman and myself. 
As I recall, Ehrlichman said that he was not a fugitive from justice, 
so why not. I said that I did not think it was very wise. At this point, 
Colson chimed in that he also thought it unwise and Ehrlichman 
agreed. I immediately called Liddy again to retract the request but he 
informed me that he had already passed the message and it might be 
too late to retract. 

Following this brief telephone skirmish regarding Hunt’s travel 
plans, the meeting turned to Hunt’s status at the White House. I had 
learned from Fred Fielding, who I had asked to check on it, that Hunt 
had not drawn a check from his White House consul tantship since late 
March of 1972. But as far as I knew, the records indicated that Hunt 
was still a White House consultant to Colson. After discussions of this 
by Colson, who at this point was disowning Hunt as a member of his 
staff, Ehrlichman called Mr. Bruce Kehrli and requested that he bring 
Hunt’s personnel records up to Ehrlichman’s office. Before Kehrli ar- 
rived, Colson raised the matter of Hunt’s safe. Colson, without getting 
specific, said it was imperative that someone get the contents of Hunt’s 
safe. Colson suggested, and Ehrlichman concurred, that I take custody 
of the contents of the safe. 
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When Kehrli arrived he was quizzed by Ehrlichman and Colson on 
Hunt’s status at the White House. Colson was arguing that Hunt 
should have been removed from the White House as of March 31, 1972. 
Mr. Kehrlrs records, however, did not so indicate. I have submitted to 
the committee memorandums that Colson forwarded to me on June 
19, presenting his argument. This was later resolved between Colson 
and Kehrli, pursuant to Colson’s argument. I always assumed that this 
required some alteration of the records, but I do not know this for a 
jfact. 

[The documents referred to were marked exhibit No. 34-15.*] 

Mr. Deax. Following this discussion, Ehrlichman asked Ivehrli 
where Hunt’s office was located and how the contents of his safe could 
be removed. Kehrli explained that he would have to have GSA open 
the safe. Colson said it must be done immediately and Ehrlichman 
instructed Kehrli to have me present w T hen the safe was opened and 
that I should receive the contents of the safe. Kehrli said he would call 
me when he had made the arrangements and he then left Ehrlichmaivs 
office. Ehrlichman told me to report to him on the contents of Mr. 
Hunt’s safe and the meeting ended. 

Kehrli called my office after I had departed. He talked with Fred 
Fielding and asked him to come with him to open Mr. Hunt’s safe. I 
do not recall mentioning this to Fielding before I departed and I do 
not know what Kehrli told Fielding, but Kehrli was aware from the 
earlier meeting with Ehrlichman that I was to receive the contents of 
the safe. 

After departing the office, I believe I went to Mr. Mitchell’s apart- 
ment. I do not recall who asked me to come to Mitchell’s apartment, 
and it may have been the evening of the 20th, rather than June 19. 
I recall that when I arrived, Mitchell, Mardian, and Magruder 
were there and I gather had been discussing matters before I arrived. 
I recall listening, but can only recall discussions of how to handle the 
matter from a public relations standpoint. I have no other recollection 
of the meeting. 

It was on June 20 or 21 that Strachan and Mr, Richard Howard 
came to my office. Strachan informed me that Haldeman had author- 
ized an expenditure by Colson of some funds, but the entire amount 
had not been expended and he was turning over the remainder to 
me to hold. I told Mr. Strachan that I would hold the funds and would 
be accountable for them. I placed the cash, $15,200 in my safe. I 
informed Mr. Fielding of my office of the fact that the cash was in 
my safe and where it had come from. I felt I should inform Fielding 
because I wanted someone to know why the money was in my safe 
if anything should happen to me. 

The cash remained in my safe untouched until October 12, 1972, 
when I removed a packet of bills amounting to $4,850 and placed my 
personal check for that amount with the remaining cash. I removed 
the $1,850 after I had failed to make arrangements to pay for the 
anticipated expenses of my wedding, and my honeymoon. I subse- 
quently expended the cash over a several month period of time as my 
honeymoon was cut short and the full amount I had anticipated was 
not necessary; thus, I used part of the cash for normal daily expendi- 

•See p. 1157. 
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MEMORANDUM 


Exhibit No. 34-15 


THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 


June 19, 1972 * 


MEMORANDUM FOR: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: Howard Hunt 

Dick Howard just discovered the attached in his chron file;* this 
Is a copy and Bruce Kehrli is looking for the original. I think 
it can be flatly and clearly said that his services here terminated 
on March 31, 1972. There is also attached a report of a conver- 
sation which Joan Hall had with Howard Hunt approximately 6 or 
8 weeks ago. 


JOHN DEAN 


CHARLES COLSON 
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March 30, 1972 


MEMORANDUM FOR BRUCE KEffRT.T 

We would like to accommodate Howard Hunt on 
the attached and would like to do it right away 
and then totally drop him as a consultant so that 
1701 can pick him up and use him. 

Howard has been very effective for us, but his 
most logical place now is consulting 1701. The 
attached could be a major problem and we would 
like to do everything we can to accomplish this 
and help him in this way. Please let me know. 


W. Richard Howard 


A TRUE COPY 
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MEMORANDUM 


THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 


June 19# 1972 


MEMORANDUM FOR: CHARLES COLSON 


FROM: 

SUBJECT: 


JOAN HALto-W 

f 

Discussion with Howard Hunt 


For the record, approximately 6 or 8 weeks ago in a casual 
conversation, I asked Howard Hunt why he had not turned in 
any time sheets. He replied, "That is being taken care of 
elsewhere. 11 I did not inquire any further and the subject was 
dropped. (Note: I had initialed his time sheets each month 
and was merely curious why I had not received one. ) 
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Mr. Ehrlichman. I take it, Senator, and here I am speculating, 
rankly speculating. Plere’s an episode with Mr. McCord, which comes 
cut through Mr. McCord back through Caulfield to Dean. Now, how 
does John Dean justify having sent Mr. Caulfield to talk to McCord? 
1 don’t know whether that is the explanation or not, but it certainly 
was suggested to me as I watched Mr. Dean at this table spinning this 
tale. 

Senator Gurney. ‘Let us go to another area which involved you and 
Mr. Dean and that is the papers that were taken from Hunt’s safe 
after it was opened by Dean’s people. Some of these papers, as you 
know, were very sensitive. Some were contained in a briefcase of Mr. 
Hunt’s. The testimony, of course, here is that Dean had a conversation 
with you about this and you made some suggestions about disposing 
of the papers that were in the briefcase. My recollection is that you 
advised Mr. Dean to deep-six these papers. Would you care to tell us 
about this meeting? 

Mr, Ehrlichman. That was a meeting, if I heard the testimony 
correctly, which was also attended by other people and should be 
susceptible of determination from independent witnesses. To correct 
an assumption in your question, Senator, I did not know the contents 
of Mr. Hunt’s safe except in the most general terms. I was told, and 
I can’t say who told me — probably Mr. Dean — that there was a pistol 
and a tape recorder and a number of documents, some of which had 
nothing to do with Watergate but were very politically sensitive. 
Now, that was the general description. I had no occasion to look at 
them, I never saw them except as a few of them were sealed in an 
envelope and handed to Pat Gray. 

The conversation has to be weighed, the probability of such a con- 
versation where I said, run out and throw this in the river, has to be 
weighed against what I actually did, which I think the witnesses who 
jyere in the meeting on the 19th will tell you that I did. 

We had had a meeting for two purposes on the 19th, which included 
Mr. Colson, Mr. Ivehrli, staff secretary, and Iven Clawson on the White 
House staff. The meeting was for, as I say, two purposes — one, to try 
to determine what the facts were about Howard Hunt’s employment 
status, which was very murky at that point in time, because of some 
lack of documents or some confusion of documents, and things of that 
j^ort. 

The other purpose was to talk about what to do about this safe which 
had been found on the premises, and apparently had things in it that 
related to Howard Hunt, who was then, if not arrested, at least a prime 
suspect.’ 

The instructions which we agreed upon at that meeting were that a 
number of people should be present at the opening of that safe. We 
knew we had to have something from the GSA because they had to 
open the safe. But in addition to that, I specified to Mr. Ivehrli, being 
present, that Mr. Dean be present and take custody. Then I think Mr. 
Ivehrli suggested that a Secret Service agent be present under the cir- 
cumstances, because we were breaking into a safe in the White House. 
And that was the arrangement that was agreed upon when we broke 
up on the 19th. 

My purpose in doing that was twofold. One, this was a kind of 
extraordinary procedure and I thought there ought to be people who 
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Opening Statement of Charles W. Colson 
Before Select Committee on Presidential 
Campaign Activities, United States Senate 


I appreciate the opportunity to present this opening 
sta cement to your Committee. I shall first attempt to the best 
of my recollection to recount my knowledge of the events 
surrounding the Watergate Affair. 

I will also attempt, if I may, to give this Committee 
some insight into the mood and atmosphere which existed in 
the White House during the Nixon years. I have followed your 
proceedings to date; it is clear that you are seeking to deter- 
mine not only what in fact happened, but why and how these 
things could have happened. 


AS TO THE FACTS: 


I first heard that there had been a burglary at the 


Democratic National Committee headquarters on the 
v.'£c Saturday, June 17, 1972. I thought it was no 
ordinary burglary — one more addition to the D. 


radio. It 
more than an 
C. crime 
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statistics. It was not until late that afternoon that I learned 
that more might be involved. John Ehrlichman called to inquire 
as to Howard Hunt’s whereabouts. I explained that I had not seen 
Hunt in a couple of months, but that I believed that he was 
working at the Committee for the Re-election of the President. 
Ehrlichman informed me that one of those arrested had had 
something in his possession with Howard Hunt’s name on it. He 
also asked me if I knew Douglas Caddy. I told him I knew only 
the name. 

Ehrlichman explained that he was simply trying to 
determine the facts. 


On Monday, June 19, I attended various meetings with 
Mr. Ehrlichman and Mr. John Dean. We were endeavoring to 
determine what Mr. Hunt’s status was and when his service at 
the White House had been terminated. I do not recall the exact 
sequence of the meetings or the persons in attendance that 
day. ■ I do recall specifically the following points: 

1. We determined that my assistant, Richard 
Howard, had on March 30, 1972, advised 
the Staff Secretary to terminate Hunt’s 
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consultant relationship with the White 
House. A copy of Mr. Howard's memo was 
provided to your staff when I met with 
them for a preliminary interview on May 3 
of this year. 

2„ We determined that Hunt's termination had 
not been handled routinely. At the time 
that he left the White House in March, 
Hunt asked whether he could change the 
survivors benefit election which he had 
made upon his retirement from the CIA 
a year earlier. Hunt's memo requesting 
the change had been submitted as an 
enclosure to the termination memo of 
March 30. This request was apparently 
sent by the Staff Secretary to the 
White House personnel or Civil Service 
office. When the decision was made on 
the request the file was apparently 
returned to the Staff Secretary. The 
Staff Secretary apparently failed to 


( 176 ) 



14. & CHARLES COLSON DRAFT STATEMENT, SEPTEMBER 1973 3 1 , 2-4 

4 

take steps to formally process Hunt’s 
termination, such as the cancellation 
of his White House pass, the surrender 
of documents, etc. 


3. We learned to my surprise -- that Mr. 
Hunt still maintained a safe in an office 
in the Executive Office Building. I sug- 
gested to Dean that he take custody of. 
the safe. I was certain in my own mind 
that there would be an investigation if 
the facts established that Hunt had had 
any connection with the Watergate break- 
in. It was my view that the White House 
counsel had a responsibility to secure 
the safe and any other evidence. Con- 
trary to Mr. Dean’s testimony (TR 2169), 
I had had no communications from Hunt 
over that weekend; no one suggested that 
I remove anything from the safe . I 
never saw the safe nor was I aware of 
the contents of the safe. As a matter 
of fact, it was not until late June, 
after publication of a Scripps -Howard 

(my 
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Indistinct document retyped by 
House Judiciary Committee staff 


March 27, 1972 


MEMORANDUM FOR: CHARLES COLSON 

FROM: HOWARD HUNT 

SUBJECT: Securing Survivorship Benefits 


When I retired from CIA on May 1, 1970, I was given the usual 
option of receiving full annuity without post mortem benefits to 
my survivors, or a reduced annuity with survivorship benefits. 

I elected the former, unaware that the choice would later be held 
irrevocable. 

About a year later I requested the CIA General Counsel to assist 
me in changing to the survivorship provision. His negative response 
is attached. 

Now that I have acquired a duodenal ulcer for the third time, I am 
close to uninsurable — or at prohibitively high-risk rates — with 
consequent prejudice to my family’s future. As an alternative, it 
occurs to me that I might be re-hired, briefly, by the Executive 
Branch, to retire again in a few days so that I could elect reduced 
annuity with survivorship benefits. 

To effect this will entail a certain amount of paper work. However, 
I am requesting White House assistance in restoring the opportunity 
to provide for my family beyond the limitations of my private insur- 
ance coverage. 


Indistinct document retyped by 
House Judiciary Committee staff 
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l±; 8_JiICBARD HOMED MEMORANDUM^ MARCH 3 #. 19 ? 2 


Mar ch 30, 2972 


IvlZ M ORAI'TDU^w FOR 320702 KSHRLI 

v’a would ilka to accommodate Howard Hunt on 
he attached and would like to do it right away 
and then totally drop him as a consulta n t so that 
1701 can pick him up and use him, 

Howard has been •yery effective for us, but bis 
most logical place now is consulting 1701* The 
atta ched could be a ; major problem and we would 
iike iado everything we can. so- accoaaplisa this 
and help him in this way. Please let me know. 


W. Richard Howard 


001033 


35-780 0 - 74-13 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 

WAS H I N GTO N 


5 September 1973 


Dear Mr. Cox: 

* 

This is in response to your letter of August 27 requesting the copy 
of a W. Richard Howard memorandum of March 30, 1972 to Bruce 
Kehrli and ox August 29 requesting the pass approval form for 
E. Howard Hunt. 


As I mentioned to you in a recent telephone conversation, 'the fact 
that a particular document is in the physical custody of a^current 
employee of the White House does not alter the fact that such 
documents are Presidential Papers, of which the. authority to 
control is exclusively a matter for Presidential decision. Accord- 
ingly, requests for such documents, whether originating with the 
office of the Special Prosecutor or the Grand Jury, should be 
addressed to me in order that the request may be considered by 
the President. 


Both documents you requested are enclosed. 


Sincerely, 

I. * f! L 

. Fred Bdzhardt 
Special Counsel to the President 


i 


Honorable Archibald Cox 
Special Prosecutor 

Watergate Special Prosecution Force 
1 425 -K Street, N. W. 

Washington, D.C. 20005 


Enclosures 


OOi- 032, 
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aw 


August 27, 1973 


Jo Fred Buzhardt, Esq* 

Counsel to the President 
The White House 
Washington, D. C* 

Re: Memorandum from W. Richard 

Howard to Bruce Kehrli - 
3/30/72 , 


Dear Mr. Buzhardt: 

During the course of W. Richard Howard f s appear- 
ance before the grand jury on August 14, 1973, he was 
directed by the grand jury foreman to produce the original 
carbon copy of a March 30, 1973 memorandum which ha wrote 
to Bruce Kehrli concerning E. Howard Hunt. I am informed 
that Mr. Howard f s attorney, John Jude O'Donnell, has been 
advised by you that you are prepared to furnish this docu- 
ment to the grand jury on receipt of a letter from this 
Office confirming that the grand jury did in fact make 
such a request of Mr. Howard. As you will recall, the 
ribbon original of this document was furnished to the 
grand jury by you on July 19, 1973. 

Please advise us if you desire any further informa- 
tion . 


Very truly yours. 


Archibald Cox 
Special Prosecutor 


ooi ^ 4 
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MEMORANDUM FOR BRUCE KEHRLI 

We would like to accommodate Howard Hunt on 
the attached and wo uld like to cio it right away 
and then (totally drop him as a consultant so 
1701 can pick him up and use him, 

Howard has been very effective for us, but his 
.most logical plac4 now is consulting 170 1. The 
attached could be/ a major problem and we would 
like to do everything we can to accomplish this 
and help him in uhis way. Please let me know. 


i 


W. Richard Howard 


V’ 7 

( £ 0,3^ 
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14. 10 g. HOWARD HUNT LETTER » MAY 6, Wt 

THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 


ADMINISTRATIVELY CONFIDENTIAL 


May 5, 1972 


Dear Larry: 


With reference to your letter to me of May 6, 1971 concerning 
change in my annuity survivorship benefits, the Y/hite House 
legal staff has examined the C. I. A. Retirement Act of 19o4 for 
Certain Employees, with particular reference to Sections. 233 
and 271(b) of that Act.- In their opinion, the Director has the 
authority to recall me to duty, then permit me to revert to 
retired status at which time I could elect reduced annuity with 
survivorship benefits. 

In short, it would appear that were the Director willing, he 
could recall me for, say, a day or a week, after which I could 
opt for survivorship benefits. 


May I aslc that you re-examine my situation in light of the fore- 
going, and if it squares with your own interpretation of the per- 
tinent Sections of the Act, lay the matter before Mr. Helms for 
his decision? 



Sincerely, 







Howard Hunt 

Consultant to the President 


Mr. Lawrence R. . Houston 
General Counsel 
Central Intelligence Agency 
W aohington, D. C. 20505 
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Mr. Magruder. Yes, I think that is correct. 

Mr. Dash. Now, after this meeting, Mr. Magruder, did you report 
to anyone about the meeting? 

Mr. Magruder. Yes, I sent the documents that Mr. Liddy had given 
us at the meeting to Mr. Strachan. 

Mr. Dash. And again, was this in your normal course of using 
Mr. Strachan to the White House staff people such as Mr. Haldeman ? 

Mr. [Magruder. Yes, I automatically sent all documents to Mr. 
Strachan. 

Mr. Dash. And did those documents contain all of what Mr. Liddy 
had presented at that meeting? 

Mr. Magruder. Certainly, all of the specific discussion. They did not 
contain, as an example, the discussion on targets, because that was a 
discussion, and that was not in the documents. 

Mr. Dash. Did you have a telephone conversation with Mr. Strachan 
concerning that meeting? 

Mr. Magruder. Yes, I indicated the general context of that meeting. 

Mr. Dash. And did that include Mr. Mitchell’s suggestions concern* 
ing the Las Vegas mission ? 

Mr. Magruder. I cannot recall specifically that point, but I would 
assume that I probably discussed the key targets that we had discussed. 

Mr. Dash. And that would include the Democratic National Com- 
mittee headquarters and Mr. O’Brien ? 

Mr. Magruder. Yes. 

Mr. Dash. Did you discuss the meeting with anybody else, either at 
the committee or the White House ? 

Mr. Magruder. I cannot recall discussing it with anyone else. 

Mr. Dash. Was there any special role that Mr. LaRue played in the 
Committee for the Re-Election of the President ? 

Mr. Magruder. Mr. LaRue was an adviser of Mr. Mitchell’s. He was 
a close friend of Mr. Mitchell’s. He had become a close friend of mine. 
He was someone who worked with all of us. We all felt he had an 
astute political judgment, and we worked very closely with Mr. LaRue 
on literally all matters that concerned the committee. 

Mr. Dash. Did there come a time after the second meeting that you 
had some difficulty with Mr. Liddy, and Mr. LaRue played some role 
in that? 

Mr. Magruder. Yes. 

Mr. Dash. Will you tell us about that ? 

Mr. Magruder. In approximately mid-March, I had requested cer- 
tain things from Mr. Liddy, I think relating to his legal work as gen- 
eral counsel, and they had not been forthcoming. I met him, ran into 
him on the third floor of our building, and asked him would he be more 
cooperative in producing the work that we needed quickly? He indi- 
cated some disturbance with me at that time. 

I went ups tail's and was somewhat agitated, and asked him to come 
upstairs and discuss this matter with me; and ar that time, Mr. LaRue 
sat in on part of the meeting. At that time, we agreed that Air. La- 
Rue — Mr. Liddy would terminate from our committee completely at 
first and 

Mr. I)asu. What was the difficulty that did occur, and what was the 
altercation, if you can be a little more specific ? 
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Mr- Magrtjder. Well, I simply put my hand on Mr. Liddy’s shoulder, 
and lie asked me to remove it and indicated that if I did not-, serious 
consequences could occur. 

Mr. Dash. Was he more specific than serious consequences? 

Mr. Magrtjder. Well, lie indicated that he would kill me. But I want 
to make it clear that I did not, I do not regard that and I do not now 
regard that as a specific threat. It was simply Mr. Liddy's mannerism. 
I think he was indicating to me that he did not care for his relationship 
with me. That was all. 

Mr. Dash. Where, actually, did this particular meeting with you 
and Mr. Lid dy occur ? 

Mr. Magruder. The altercation or the meeting? 

Mr. Dash. The altercation. 

Mr. Magrttdek. In the lobby of the third floor, the reception area of 
the committee. 

Mr. Dash. And thereafter, there was a meeting with Mr. Liddy, 
a nd Mr. LaRue came up ? 

Mr. Magrtjder. Yes. 

Mr. Dash. Where did that happen ? 

Mr. Magrtjder. In my office. 

Mr. Dash, What happened at that time ? 

Mr. Magruder. Well, at first we agreed, Mr. Liddy and I, that he 
would terminate from the committee all activities- Then we discussed 
the intelligence gathering, and he indicated at one point that possibly 
Mr. Hunt could become involved directly in this area, or that we could 
cease any consideration of that. At that time, as I recall, Mr. LaRue 
indicated that it would be best if we retained Mr. Liddy, at least in 
that area. But he was not overly specific. He just thought it was best 
that we keep things cool and not get too excited about the situation. 

What we then agreed to was to terminate him from our committee 
as general counsel, but retain him in the area of intelligence gathering. 

Mr. Dash. Well, now, at the time, Mr. LaRue was anxious to have 
you keep Mr. Liddy in the intelligence gathering, did Mr. LaRue know 
wliat Mr. Liddy was planning to do ? 

Mr. Magrtjder. I think in — again, Mr. LaRue sat in on many of our 
meetings, and he and I had and are still very close friends, and we 
discussed, I am sure, in general terms, Mr. Liddy’s proposal. I could 
not recall a specific time, sitting down with Mr. LaRue, though, telling 

r him exactly what Mr. Liddy’s proposal were. 

Mr. Dash. By the way, did you know at that time that Mr. Hunt 
was working with Mr. Liddy ? 

Mr. Magrwder. At that time — I think by that time, I had been 
encouraged by certain staff members at the White House to be sure 
that Mr. Hunt was not employed by us directly, but employed by 
Mr. Liddy. So I think I was aware at that time that he was. 

Mr. Dash. What staff members at the White House made such 
encouragement? 

Mr. Maoruder. Mr. Howard, Richard Howard. 

Mr. Dash. Who is Mr. Richard Howard? 

Mr. Maoruder. He was Mr. Colson’s assistant. 

Mr. Dash. What, if anything, did he say to you? Wliat kind of 
encouragement did he give you? 
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Mr. Magruder. He indicated that Mr. Hunt had completed his 
assignments at the White House, and since we were now engaged in 

L intelligence activities, he thought I would find Mr. Hunt very valu- 
able. I only met Mr. Hunt once, so I was not really quite sure in what 
terms he would be valuable. So I indicated to Mr. Howard that he 
should refer Mr. Hunt to Mr. Liddy and that Mr. Liddy would 
employ him. I did not know at that time that he and Mr. Liddy had 
worked together before. 

Mr. Dash. Now, also concerning this altercation you had with Mr, 
Liddv and your decision to terminate his employment, did you receive 
anv communication from any other person from the White House 
concerning Mr. Liddy? 

Mr. Magruder. Yes, evidently Mr. Liddy, after he left my office, 
went and saw Mr. Dean and then Mr. Strachan, I received a call from 
Mr. Dean encouraging me not to become personally concerned about 
Mr. Liddy, that I should not let my personal animosity and his get 
in the way of the project. And then I went over to the White House 
and was working with Mr. Strachan on normal campaign matters, 
and he brought up the same subject and, as we walked back to the 
committee — it was a Friday afternoon, I recall, and it was raining — 
he indicated that although he had the same personal difficulties with 
Mr. Liddy, that probably Mr. Liddy was quite professional in this 
intelligence gathering, and we should retain him in this area. 

Mr. Dash. Did Mr. Egil Krogh ever talk to you concerning either 
Mr. Liddy or Mr. Hunt? 

Mr. Magruder. Mr. Krogh did talk to me about Mr. Liddy, and 
mentioned to me a number of times we should keep tight control over 
him but he was very effective. 

Mr. Dash. Did you know at any time of Mr. McCord’s participa- 
tion in Mr. Liddy’s plan? 

Mr. Magruder. No. 

Mr. Dash. After the February 4 meeting in Mr. Mitchell’s office, 
when the plan was not still approved, did there come a time when any- 
one else at the White House urged you to get the Liddy plan approved ? 

Mr. Magruder. Yes. Mr. Charles Colson called me one evening and 
asked me, in a sense, would we get off the stick and get the budget 
approved for Mr. Liddy’s plans, that we needed information, particu- 
larly on Mr. O’Brien, fie did not mention, I want to make clear, any- 
thing relating to wiretapping or espionage at that time. 

Mr. Dash. But in that discussion, did you get the impression your- 
self that he knew what the Liddy plan was? 

Mr. Magruder. Again I want to be careful. I knew Mr. Hunt was a 
close friend of Mr. ^Colson’s, he had been referred to me earlier by 
Mr. Colson. I did make the assumption that he did know but he did 
not sav that he did know but he did not sav that he was aware of the 
specifics and never did say that to me at any time. 

Mr. Dash. Would Mr/ Colson be one of those persons who would be 
in line of communication to whatever Mr. Strachan was communicat- 
ing to the White House ? 

Mr. Magruder. I think Mr. Strachan worked closely with Mr. 
Colson, but his line of command was through Mr. Hal deman. 
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15. At the meeting specified in the preceding paragraph, John 
Ehrlichman instructed that Howard Hunt’s EOB safe should be opened in 
the presence of John Dean, Bruce Kehrli and a Secret Service Agent, 
and that Dean should take possession of the contents. Charles Colson 
said that this should be done immediately. On the evening of June 19, 
1972 at Kehrli ’s request, Hunt's safe was forcibly opened in the 
presence of a Secret Service Agent and a GSA representative. Kehrli 
and Fred Fielding, Dean’s assistant, arrived shortly thereafter. 


Page 

15.1 John Ehrlichman testimony, 6 SSC 2612-13 190 

15.2 John Dean testimony, 3 SSC 934 192 

15.3 Bruce Kehrli deposition, Democratic National 

Committee v. McCord , May 15, 1973, 6-9 ..193 


15.4 Fred Fielding deposition, Democratic National 

Committee y. McCord , May 15, 1973, 7-9* .197 

15.5 Charles Colson draft statement prepared for 
delivery to the SSC, September 1973, 1, 4 

(received from SSC) 200 
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Mr. Eiirlichmax. I take it, Senator, and here I am speculating, 
rankly speculating. Here’s an episode with Mr. McCord, which comes 
cut through Mr. McCord back through Caulfield to Dean. Now, how 
does John Dean justify having sent Mr. Caulfield to talk to McCord ? 
I don’t know whether that is the explanation or not, but it certainly 
was suggested to me as I watched Mr. Dean at this table spinning this 
tale. 

r Senator Gtjrxey. Let us go to another area which involved you and 
Mr. Dean and that is the papers that were taken from Hunt’s safe 
after it was opened by Dean’s people. Some of these papers, as you 
know, were very sensitive. Some were contained in a briefcase of Mr. 
Hunt’s. The testimony, of course, here is that Dean had a conversation 
with you about this and you made some suggestions about disposing 
of the papers that were in the briefcase. My recollection is that you 
advised Mr. Dean to deep-six these papers. Would you care to tell us 
about this meeting? 

Mr. Ehrlichmax. That was a meeting, if I heard the testimony 
correctly, which was also attended by other people and should be 
susceptible of determination from independent witnesses. To correct 
an assumption in your question, Senator, I did not know the contents 
of Mr. Hunt’s safe except in the most general terms. I was told, and 
I can’t say who told me — probably Mr. Dean — that there was a pistol 
and a tape recorder and a number of documents, some of which had 
nothing to do with Watergate but were very politically sensitive. 
Kow, that was the general description, I had no occasion to look at 
them, I never saw them except as a few of them were sealed in an 
envelope and handed to Pat Gray. 

The conversation has to be weighed, the probability of such a con- 
versation where I said, run out and throw this in the river, has to be 
weighed against what I actually did, which I think the witnesses who 
were in the meeting on the 19th will tell you that I did. 

We had had a meeting for two purposes on the 19th, which included 
: Mr. Colson, Mr. Ivehrli, staff secretary, and Ken Clawson on the White 
House staff. The meeting was for, as I say, two purposes — one, to try 
to determine what the facts were about Howard Hunt’s employment 
status, which was very murky at that point in time, because of some 
lack of documents or some confusion of documents, and things of that 
sort. 

The other purpose was to talk about what to do about this safe which 
had been found on the premises, and apparently had things in it that 
related to Howard Hunt, who was then, if not arrested, at least a prime 
suspect. 

The instructions which we agreed upon at that meeting were that a 
number of people should be present at the opening of that safe. We 
knew v e had to have something from the GSA because they had to 
open the safe. But in addition to that, I specified to Mr. Ivehrli, being 
present, that Mr. Dean be present and take custody. Then I think Mr. 
Ivehrli suggested that a Secret Service agent be present under the cir- 
cumstances, because we were breaking into a safe in the White House. 
And that Avas the arrangement that. was agreed upon when we broke 
up on the 19th. 

My purpose in doing that was twofold. One. this was a kind of 
extraordinary procedure and I thought there ought to be people who 
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could, one, later on tell what had happened; two, I was concerned 
about the custody of these documents, the chain of evidence, the per- 
fectibility of proof if the time came and there were documents in there 
that bore on Mr. Hunt’s liability. 

So that was done, and it was done, I believe, that same day or that 
evening. 

Senator Gurney. Yes. 

Mr. Ehrltchman. Now, it seems to me that it would have been folly 
for me at some later time, then, to suggest that the briefcase be thrown 
into the floodtide of the Potomac or that these papers be thrown in 
the river, or something of this kind. 

Now, there was in this story also the suggestion of shredding. I don t 
think in my life that I have suggested to anybody that a document be 
shredded. Shredding is just not something that I have ever resorted 
to under any circumstances, nor proposed to anybody under any cir- 
cumstances. As I said, we have a great disposal system at the White 
House. If you really want to get rid of a document, you put it in a 
burn bag and you seal it up and it's never opened again, and it goes 
into a furnace and that is the end of it. 

Senator Gurney. But to get back to this second meeting when John 
Dean comes to you and tells you, we have got some pretty sensitive 
papers here, and as he alleges, you say, well, deep-six this briefcase. 
What’s your testimony on that? 

Mr. Ehrltchman. I did not. I have no recollection of that kind of 
a conversation. 

Senator Gurney. Did you make any other suggestion to him that 
he dispose of these papers in any other way? 

Mr. Ehrltchman. We discussed what to do about some papers 
which he told me about in the safe which really should not be leaked. 
Again, we have to come back to our FBI problem. And he was genu- 
inely concerned and when he explained it to me, I shared his concern, 
that if these documents were simply wholesaled to the Washington 
field office the FBI, we would be reading about it in Time magazine in 
very short order. 

Senator Gurney. Now you are talking about the ones that were 
turned over to Gray? 

Mr. Ehrlicitman. And so Mr. Dean came up with this idea, turn- 
ing them over to Pat Gray personally. And I certainly concurred in 
it. I thought that was an ideal solution to the problem. 

Senator Gurney. Did that come up in this meeting when supposedly 
the deep-six conversation came up? 

Mr. Ehrltchman. Well, I gathered that that meeting was supposed 
to have been the meeting when Mr. Kehrli and the others were there. 
It would have necessarily been at that meeting, because the die was 
cast, thereafter. You know, the 20 bishops had witnessed the opening 
of the safe at this point. So it had to be that meeting. 

Now, I do not know what meeting he is referring to. 

Senator Gurney. I think he said it was the 21st. 

Mr. Ehrliciiman. The 21st. 

I met with Mr. Dean on the 21st in the afternoon. The only thing 
that I can sav to you is that I certainly would not have and did not 
propose the destruction of those documents. 
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instructed by Haldeman to go through all of Mr. Haldeman’s files 
over the weekend and remove and destroy, damaging materials. He 
told me that this material included such matters as memorandums from 
the reelection committee, documents relating to wiretap information 
from the DNC, notes of meetings with Haldeman, and a document 
which reflected that Haldeman had instructed Magruder to transfer 
his intelligence gathering from Senator Muskie to Senator McGovern. 
Strachan told me his files were completely clean. 

I spoke with Mr. Kleindienst and he told me that both the FBI 
and the D.C. Metropolitan Police were investigating, and he assumed 
that the FBI would take full jurisdiction of the case shortly. He also 
alluded to his encounter with Liddy at Burning Tree Country Club, 
but did not explain this in full until I later met with him. I do not 
have a record of when I met with Mr. Kleindienst, but it was either 
on Monday, the 19th, or the next day. I will describe that meeting 
shortly. 

I met with Ehrlichman in the mid-afternoon and reported in full 
my conversation with Liddy. I also told Ehrlichman about the earlier 
meetings I had attended in Mitchell’s office in late January and early 
February and my subsequent conversation with Haldeman. He told 
me he wanted to meet later with Colson and told me to attend. Ehrlich- 
man also requested that I keep him advised and find out from the 
Justice Department on what was going on. I did not mention my con- 
versation with Strachan because I assumed that Ehrlichman was aware 
of this from Haldeman himself. 

Later that afternoon I attended a second meeting in Ehrlichman’s 
office with Colson. I recall Ehrlichman asking where Hunt was. I said 
I had no idea and Colson made a similar statement. At that point, be- 
fore the meeting had started, Ehrlichman instructed me to call Liddy 
to have him tell Hunt to get out of the country. I did this, without 
even thinking. Shortly after I made the call, however, I realized that 
no one in the White House should give such an instruction and raised 
the matter. A brief discussion ensued between Ehrlichman and myself. 
As I recall, Ehrlichman said that he was not a fugitive f rom justice, 
so why not. I said that I did not think it was very wise. At this point, 
Colson chimed in that he also thought it unwise and Ehrlichman 
agreed. I immediately called Liddy again to retract the request but he 
informed me that he had already passed the message and it might be 
too late to retract. 

Following this brief telephone skirmish regarding Hunt’s travel 
plans, the meeting turned to Hunt’s status at the White House. I had 
learned from Fred Fielding, who I had asked to check on it, that Hunt 
had not drawn a check from his White House consultantship since late 
March of 1972. But as far as I knew, the records indicated that Hunt 
was still a White House consultant to Colson. After discussions of this 
bv Colson, who at this point was disowning Hunt as a member of his 
staff, Ehrlichman called Mr. Bruce Ivehrli and requested that he bring 
Hunt’s Personnel records up to Ebrlichman’s office. Before Kehrli ar- 
rived, Colson raised the matter of Hunt’s safe. Colson, without getting 
specific, said it was imperative that someone get the contents of Hunt’s 
safe. Colson suggested, and Ehrlichman concurred, that I take custody 
of the contents of the safe. 
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Q And you desire to proceed without an attorney? 

A That is right. 

Q What are your duties at the White House, Mr. Kehrli? 

A Basically administrative. My title is Special Assis- 
tant to the President. My position is one of a staff secre- 
tary which is kind of the operations officer for the White House 
on a day-to-day basis. 

It involves making sure that papers that the President 
sees, official papers, are staffed correctly? handling the 
paper flow to the President such as official documents, bills, 
proclamations, things of this nature. Handling the adminis- 
tration of the White House staff in terms of payroll, office 
space, things of this nature. 

Q How long have you held this position? 

A Since January 1, 1972. 

Q Who do you report to in this capacity? 

A Well, I did report to Bob Haldeman. I now report to 
General Haig. 

“*Q Let me direct your attention to June 19th of 1972. 

You had an occasion at that time to go to an office in the 
Old Executive Office Building isn’t that correct? 

Q Yes, that is correct. 

Q Is that Room 338? 
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A Yes , it is. 

Q That was the office of Howard Hunt? 

A Yes. 

Q What caused you to go to that office, Mr. Kehrli? 

A I was requested by John Dean to go to that, office. 

Q When did he make that request to you? 

A In the afternoon at about 2:00 o'clock, I think. I 
am not sure of the correct time. Early afternoon on that 
day . 

Q Would you relate that conversation to us, what took 
place? 

A He just asked me to go the office and see if there 
were any materials or papers left and clean them out. I went 
up to the office. I checked to find only stationery and other 
things of that nature in the desk but found a safe in the 
office . 

I had put the stationery in a large box and had it removed 
to a room in EOB, Executive Office Building. I had the safe 
taken to that same area. 

Q Did you do this by yourself? 

A No, I did that with GSA personnel. 

Q Do you recall who they were? 

A No, I don't. 
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Q What time was this you removed this, about 2:30 
in the afternoon? Is that correct? 

A It was probably around — immediately after my 
discussions with Mr. Dean. 

Q What happened when you took the safe to the Old 
Executive Office Building? 

A We were in the Old Executive Office Building. We 
took it to the fifth floor. I then checked with the GSA 
representative and with the Secret Service representative to 
see if they had a combination for the safe. 

Q What did you find out? 

A That they did not. 

Q Was it a GSA safe? 

A It was . 

Q And they did not have the combination? 

A No, which is not unusual. 

Q Then what took place? 

A Then I asked them to open the safe and to give me 

a call because John Dean had said he wanted to be there when 
the safe was opened and I waited. I got a call, let's see 
at about — it was early evening, from one of the — I think 
it was the FBI agent. 

When the safe was opened they had a Secret Service agent 
there and the fellow actually opened the safe. They had people 
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to protect themselves against any problems, things missing 
out of the safe. 

Q Do you know who the Secret Service agent was? 

A Baker, as I remember. 

He called and said, "We have opened the safe. There is a 
gun in the safe. You better come up and take a look at it." 

So at that point I tried to reach Mr. Dean. I was unable 
to reach him and reached Mr. Fielding and we went up. We 
both arrived. It took me a couple of hours to track down 
Fielding and we went up there I think around 7:30 or 8:00 
o* clock. At that point — 

Q Were you there before he was? 

A No. 

Q You got there at the same time? 

A Approximately the same time. I think we may have 
seen each other coming down the hall toward the safe. I 
don’t really remember at this point but it was approximately 
the same time . 

From there the GSA or the fellow who opened the safe and 
the Secret Service agent left. We took the material out of 
the safe, put it in a couple of boxes that we had there, 
called GSA people to come up and take it from there to my 
office because that was the most secure area there in the 
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Q Was there a deputy at that point? 

A Wo, there was not. 

Q So you were the second ia command at that point? 

A yes, 

Q Ware you hired by Mr, Dean? 

A Yes, sir. Well , I was hired by Mr, Dean. He is the 
one who interviewed me dnd offered me the position. 

Q Had you known Mr . Dean prior to this? 

A I had not. 

0 Let’s address your attention to June 19, 1972. On 
that occasion, you had the occasion to go to Mr. Hunt's office; 
is that correct? 

A That is hot correct. To the best of my knowledge, I 
have never been in Mr. Hunt's office. June 19th, just so I am 
sure, that was Monday? 

Q, Yes, it would have been Monday, the 19th. 

A I just wanted to make sure. On June the 19th, the 

evening of June the 19th, I had occasion to go to the fifth 
floor of the Old Executive Office Building to a room. 1 am 
just not sure of the room number. It was not Hr. Hunt's office 
It was no ona's office. It was a GSA storeroom. 



35-780 0 - 74 - 14 
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A I am sura it wasn't. It was a GSA storeroom. 

Q Weald TiSosa 522 bn the room that yo it wont to in the- 
Old rbtechi'i.ve Office’ Building? 

A Yeti, to the bast of my knowledge. 

Q Would yt)u tell us what happened when you arrived there. 


A Whan I arrived there. Hr. Bruqe Kehrli, who wa 3 at 
that time a staff 'secretary at the White House office, was 
present, a GSA representative, I believe, was in the hallway 
cind, to the best of my recollection, there was a Secret Service 
agent present. There was a safe in that room which had just 
been drilled by a team of people from one of the safe companies. 

Q Do you know who they were? 

A Ho. 

Q Do you know who the Secret Service man was? 

A Ho , I don ’ t . 

Q The only person you knew was Mr . Kehrli? 

A And the GSA representative. 

Q You knew him? 

A Yes » 


Q 

A 

Q 

A 


Who was that? 


SpQ. //W /?- 0 9 * 


Mr. Charles Rotehford. I believe. 

/\ 

Uhen you arrived in the room „ the safe 
The safe had been drilled and was coon 


was already open 
appro;: imat ^iv 


To 


Co:-£ZcT 
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Fred Fielding Deposition, May 15, 1973 

an inch. One of the drawers was open approximately an inch. 

Q The team had already left that drilled the safe; is 
that correct? 

A Yes . 

Q Approximately what time was this? 

A I would say it was approximately 7:30. 7:30 to 8:00 

o'clock in the evening. 

Q What caused you to go to that roam in the Old Execu- 
tive Office Building? 

A I was in my office working sometime around 7:00 

o'clock. I got a phone call from Mr. Kehrli who was trying to 

reach Mr. Dean. Mr. Dean was not'in the office at the time. I 
tried to reach him and couldn't. Mr. Kehrli advised me that 
they had Mr. Hunt's safe in this room, 522, and it had been 
drilled and that Mr. Dean had asked that he be present when 
the safe was opened. I then tried to find Mr. Dean and could 
not, and I knew that Mr. Kehrli had came in from his home upon 

advice that the safe was open, so I said, "Well, if Mr. Dean 

wants somebody to be up there. I'll come up there." That's 
. , how I ended up in Ro om 522. 

Q The safe was then open, I assume, when you were there? 

A Yes. By way of background, it is my understanding, 

and I didn't know this at the time, that the Secret Service 

retyped from indistinct original 
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Opening; Statement of Charles W. Colson 
Before Select: Committee on Presidential 
Campaign Activities , United States Senate 


I appreciate the opportunity to present this opening 
statement to your Committee, I shall first attempt to the best 
of my recollection to recount my knowledge of the events 
surrounding the Watergate Affair. 

I will also attempt, if I may, to give this Committee 
some insight into the mood and atmosphere which existed in 
the White House during the Nixon years- I have followed your 
proceedings to date; it is clear that you are seeking to deter- 
mine not only what in fact happened, but why and how these 
things could have happened. 

AS TO THE FACTS: 


I first heard that there had been a burglary at the 
Democratic 'National Committee headquarters on the radio. It 
v:£c Saturday , June 17, 1972, I thought it was no more than 
ordinary burglary ---* one more addition to the C. crime 


an 
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take steps to formally process Hunt’s 
termination, such as the cancellation 
of his White House pass, the surrender 
of d ocumen ts , etc . 

3. Xtfe learned -- to my surprise -- that Mr. 
Hunt still maintained a safe in an office 
in the Executive Office Building. I sug- 
gested to Dean that he take custody of. 
the safe. I was certain in my own mind 
that there would be an investigation if 
the facts established that Hunt had had 
any connection with the VJatergate break- 
in. It was my view that the White House 
counsel had a responsibility to secure 
the safe and any other evidence. Con- 
trary to Mr. Dean’s testimony (TR 2169), 

I had had no communications from Hunt 
over that weekend; no one suggested that 
I remove anything from the safe. I 
never saw the safe nor was I aware of 
the contents of the safe. As a matter 
of fact, it was not until late June, 
after publication of a Scripps-Hownrd 
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16. Immediately before the meeting specified in paragraph 14, John 
Dean asked Gordon Liddy to advise Howard Hunt that he should leave the 
country. Liddy contacted Hunt and told him that "they" wanted Hunt to 
get out of town. Dean states that he took this action on instructions 
from Ehrlichman, and that Dean retracted his instruction shortly after 
he gave it. Ehrlichman has denied that he gave such instructions. 
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instructed by Haldeman to go through all of Mr. Haldeman’s files 
over the weekend and remove and destroy damaging materials. He 
told me that this material included such matters as memorandums from 
the reelection committee, documents relating to wiretap information 
from the DNC, notes of meetings with Haldeman, and a document 
which reflected that Haldeman had instructed Magruder to transfer 
his intelligence gathering from Senator Muskie to Senator McGovern. 
Strachan told me his files were completely clean. 

I spoke with Mr. Kleindienst and he told me that both the FBI 
and the D.C. Metropolitan Police were investigating, and he assumed 
that the FBI would take full jurisdiction of the case shortly. Pie also 
alluded to his encounter with Liddy at Burning Tree Country Club, 
but did not explain this in full until I later met with him. I do not 
have a record of when I met with Mr. Kleindienst, but it was either 
on Monday, the 19th, or the next day. I will describe that meeting 
shortly. 

I met with Ehrlichman in the mid-afternoon and reported in full 
my conversation with Liddy. I also told Ehrlichman about the earlier 
meetings I had attended in Mitchell’s office in late January and early 
February and my subsequent conversation with Haldeman. He told 
me he wanted to meet later with Colson and told me to attend. Ehrlich- 
man also requested that I keep him advised and find out from the 
Justice Department on what was going on. I did not mention my con- 
versation with Strachan because I assumed that Ehrlichman was aware 

this from Haldeman himself. 

Later that afternoon I attended a second meeting in Ehrlichman’s 
office with Colson. I recall Ehrlichman asking where Hunt was. I said 
I had no idea and Colson made a similar statement. At that point, be- 
fore the meeting had started, Ehrlichman instructed me to call Liddy 
to have him tell Hunt to get out of the country. I did this, without 
even thinking. Shortly after I made the call, however, I realized that 
no one in the White House should give such an instruction and raised 
the matter. A brief discussion ensued between Ehrlichman and myself. 
As I recall, Ehrlichman said that he was not a fugitive from justice, 
so why not. I said that I did not think it was very wise. At this point, 
Colson chimed in that he also thought it unwise and Ehrlichman 
agreed. I immediately called Liddy again to retract the request but he 
informed me that, he had already passed the message and it might be 
too late to retract. 

Following this brief telephone skirmish regarding Hunt’s travel 
plans, the meeting turned to Hunt’s status at the White House. I had 
learned from Fred Fielding, who I had asked to check on it, that Hunt 
had not drawn a check from his White House consultantship since late 
March of 1972. But as far as I knew, the records indicated that Hunt 
was still a White House consultant to Colson. After discussions of this 
bv Colson, who at this point was disowning Hunt as a. member of his 
staff, Ehrlichman called Mr. Bruce Kehrli and requested that he bring 
Hunt’s personnel records up to Ehrlichman’s office. Before Kehrli ar- 
rived, Colson raised the matter of Hunt’s safe. Colson, without getting .. 
specific, said it was imperative that someone get the contents of Hunt’s 
safe. Colson suggested, and Ehrlichman concurred, that I take custody 
of the contents of the safe. 
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Indistinct document retyped by 
House Judiciary Committee staff 

were apprehended inside the offices of the Democratic National 
Committee — 

Hr. Hunt 0 Yes , sir. 

Mr. Lackritz. - could you please describe from that point 
on what your reaction was, and what you did after that? 

Mr. Bittman. You want to go through the whole thing again? 

Mr. Lackritz. Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. Lackritz. Back on the record. 

Mr. Hunt. After the men were apprehended and I had gone 
over to the Howard Johnson Motel, I then went to the White House 
and took out $10,000 from the cash box. I put $1,500 in my 
own pocket, took $8,500, and after making a call from my Mullen 
Company office to Mrs. Barker in Miami to advise her of the 
situation, and to suggest she get in touch with Mrs. Caddy; 

I then went to Mr. Caddy’s apartment and gave him $8,500, After 
he had secured an attorney named Rafferty, after many hours 
of telephoning members of his firm that might, or might not be 
available, I departed for my home. 

I’m trying to keep it in the money context. On Monday, 
the 19th, I was told by Mr. Liddy that they wanted me to get 
out of town. 

Mr. Lackritz. Now, Monday the 19th, when did you see 
Mr. Liddy? 

Mr. Hunt. It was, I gather, around 11, 11:30 in the 

Indistinct document retyped by” 

House Judiciary Committee staff 
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morning. He called me and asked me to meet him down at the 
comer by the USIA Building, which is about 19th and Pennsylvania 
Avenue. 

It was very mysterious, we walked, and he talked; and he 
said, "We want you to get out of town right away", and I expressed 
surprise at that. 

I said, "Well, what is the purpose, where do you want me 
to go", and he said, "Well — I said, "What excuse would I 
have for going". He said, "Well, your wife is in Europe, why 
don’t you go over and visit her for a while, spend the rest of 
the summer over there, it’s a free vacation". 

I said, "Well, I still have two children here in the 
United States"; so we went on in that vain [sic] and it had been 
decided. He wasn’t specific as to who had instructed him to 
get in touch with me, but he said, "All expenses will be paid, 
everything will be taken care of"; and I said, ’What I need right 
now is an attorney, you know, he has been out to visit me; 

I communicated with him telephonically over the weekend." 

I went home in due course and began packing, and within 
a period of 45 minutes — 

Mr. Lackritz. Before you get into that, when you met with 
Mr. Liddy on the street corner he said "they wanted you to get 
out of town", who were "they"? 

Mr. Hunt. I assumed it to be the. Mitchell, Magruder, Dean 
group, whom I identified as the principals. 
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Mr. LackritZo You identified these individuals that you 
just named as being Mr. Liddy's principals? 

Mr. Hunt. Yes. 

Mr 0 Lackritz. I see. Did you ask Mr. Liddy specifically 
who "they" were? 

Mr. Hunt. No, I did not at that time. We, both of us, 
were in a pretty emotional state at that point, and he felt 
it was imparative [ sic ] , he was relaying instructions to me to get 
out of town. I resisted that instruction, I wanted legal 
representation . 

He overcame my reluctance and I said, "All right, I've got 
a pretex [sic] for going up to New York over night - in fact I did 
have a conference slated for the following day in New York. 

So, I went up to New York and telephoned ray wife in London the 
following day — oh, it was after I got home that Mr. Liddy 
rescinded the order. I was just about packed, though I had no 
intention of going abroad; I didn't actually take my passport 
out of the drawer. 

I said, "Well, I'm very concerned over the mental processes, 
or the rationale of people who tell me to get out of town, 
nothing else will do; and suddenly, 45 minutes later, the order 
is rescinded." 

I said, "What I'm going to do, you persuaded me that there 
may be a reason for me to get out of town." I said, "I've 
already told my employer I'm going out of town, so I'm in 
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Mr. Dash. Now, did you hear from Mr. Liddy during this period 
of time? 

Mr. Hunt. What period of time? 

Mr. Dasit. Shortly after, around June 19 or around that time ? 

Mr. Hunt. Yes, sir, I did. 

Mr. Dash. What, if anything, did he tell you ? 

Mr. Hunt. Toward midday on the 19th, I got a telephone call from 
him at my Mullen Co. office saving that he needed urgently to meet me. 
We met at the corner of the TJSIA building, which I believe is at 17th 
and Pennsylvania Are. We met, walked around the block. During the 
course of the conversation, he told me that it was necessary for me to 
get out of town, that “they” wanted me to get out of town. 

Mr. Dash. Did he indicate who “they” were? 

Mr. Hunt. Not at that time. 

Mr. Dash. Then, was it a fact that that particular order was 
rescinded ? 7 

Mr. Hunt. He told me that it was. 

Mr. Dash. Now. in fact, you did leave Washington, did you not ? 

Mr. Hunt. I did. 

Mr. Dash. And did you ultimately go to California ? 

^ Mr. Hunt. I did. 

Mr. Dash. At that time, did you make arrangements to obtain 
Counsel ? 

Mr. Hunt. I obtained local counsel in California, but not Washing- 
ton counsel. 

Mr. Dash. Well, in California, who did you meet, what California 
counsel ? 


Mr. Hunt. I was staying at the home of an attorney, an old friend 
named Morton B. Jackson. Mr. Liddy appeared out there unannounced 
on June 21. 1 reiterated my request to him that he or somebody obtain 
counsel for me in the Washington area. Mr. Liddy gave me $1,000 and 
said, this will help with Jackson. 

I thereupon gave the $1,000 in cash to Mr. Jackson, retaining him as 
my counsel on the west coast. 

Mr. Dash. And did Mr. Jackson refer you to any Washington 
lawyer? 

Mr. Hunt. In due course, he did. 

Mr. Dasii. Yes, and what lawyer was that ? 

Mr. Hunt. He referred me some time later to two attorneys, neither 
of whom were known to, I believe, either Mr. Jackson or myself. Sim- 
ply through an alphabetical process, I decided to retain, to' inquire of 
Mr, Bittman whether or not he would be interested in representing me. 

Mr. Dasit. And did yon retain Mr. William Bittman ? 

Mr. Hunt. I did. 


Mr. Dash. And when did you first meet Mr. Bittman in 
Washington ? 

Mr. Hunt. On the night of July 3. 

Mr. Dash. What was your understanding, Mr. Hunt, concerning 
legal fees and support of your family that you would receive? What 
general understanding did you have? 

Mr. Hunt. At the time Mr. Liddy appeared at the home of Mr. 
Jackson on June 21, I raised the question with him, as I had witli 
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office, but our office also works 18 hours a day. I have got some very 
loyal, hard-working, dedicated people on my staff but they don’t work 
in a vacuum. Every one of them knows what the other one is doing, 
and in our office we don’t keep secret s from each other, and when 
something of importance arises that they think I, as a U.S. Senator 
from Georgia, ought to know, they don’t conceal it. They bring it to me 
and inform me, and I can act on it intelligently and not in the dark. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield the floor. 

Senator Ervin. Senator Gurney. 

Senator Gurney. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

On June 19, Mr. Ehrlichman, you had a meeting, I believe, with 
Mr. Colson and Mr. Dean. And there has been testimony here that 
there was some discussion at that meeting about instructions to Mr. 
Hunt to leave the country. Can you shed some light on this ? 

Mr. Ehrlichman. I believe I can, Senator. There were two other 
people at that meeting also, Mr. Kehrli, the staff secretary, and Mr. 
Clawson. I think the first time I heard this story about getting Hunt 
out of the country, and I take it that is what you are referring to, 
was sometime this year, either late in March or early in April, when 
Mr. Dean in my office told me I had said that. He said very dramati- 
cally, 


I went to that telephone over there to the corner of your office and I picked 
it up and called somebody and sent Hunt out of the country and you remem- 
ber that just a half hour later we decided that we shouldn’t do that and I went 
back and called it off. 


Senator Gurney. When did this meeting occur ? 

Mr. Ehrlichman. Dean is recounting this to me this year. 
Senator Gurney. Yes. 

Mr. Ehrlichman. Sometime late March, early April, someplace in 
there. I said, “John, I don’t think that ever happened. When is that 
supposed to have happened ?” 

He said, “That was at the meeting where we talked about Hunt 
and his plight and his safe and you remember that.” 

And I said, “No, sir, I sure don’t.” 

Now, coming off of that encounter, I thought it was a dead issue 
until after the President had talked with Henry Petersen around 
April 15, someplace in there, and the President then said to me, “The 
prosecutor says vou tried to get Hunt out of the country.” 

And I said. “No. sir,” 

Now, I called Mr. Kehrli and I called Mr. Clawson and I called 
Mr. Colson, and I said. “What do you remember about this meeting, 
this is supposed to have happened?” 

Senator Gurney. This is after vou and Dean had your confrontation. 
Mr Ehrlichman. And after I had been informed that he had ap- 
parently given this storv to the prosecutor. And each of them, Kehrli 
and Clawson said, no. Clawson said first, “What do you want me to 
remember” or something to that effect, and I said, “I want you to 
remember everything that happened four square because this is some- 
thing I am drawing a plan on.” 

And he said, “It didn’t happen as far as I can recall.” 

But anvway I got to Mr. Colson and he said. “That didn’t happen 
in your office, that happened in mv office.” And he said, “I had a con- 
versation with John Dean about that and I told John Dean, ‘For good- 
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ness sakes, if you try to send Hunt out of the country turn it off. 
It is a dumb idea.’ And he did.” 

Senator Gurney. How did Colson know that Dean had tried to tell 
Hunt to get out of the country or told him to get out of the country? 

Mr. Ehrlichaian. Because Colson said, u He tried to peddle that 
story to me.” 

Senator Gurney. When did he try to peddle that story ? 

Mr. Ehrlichaian. He didn’t tell me. But then in checking around a 
bit I discovered that in this time era, Mr. Dean was apparently salting 
the mine a little bit. He was getting around and suggesting events to 
different people. He did the same thing with Mr. Haldeman, I under- 
stand, and these 

Senator Gurney- On the Hunt again ? 

Mr. Ehrlichaian. No; this was on something else, and I can’t 
remember what it was but I just remember Haldeman saying, “Well, 
that happened, you know he was in here peddling one of these stories 
to me.” 

Senator Gurney. This is all during the period of March and April, 
somewhere in there. 

Mr. Ehrlichaian. 'Sfris was after the Camp David attempt by Mr. 
Dean to collect his thoughts. 

Senator Gurney. I see. 

Mr. Ehrlichaian. And so, anyway, Colson told me this, and that 
concluded the matter as far as I was concerned in corroborating my 
absence of any recollection of such a thing haring happened. But 
apparently there was a pattern through those weeks of Dean trying to 
assert these sort of antics to the landmark across the landscape. 

Senator Gurney. Did you go back to Dean after that and say, t; I 
checked this story on you and it never happened. Why are you telling 
me this?” 

Mr. Ehrlichaian. No: by that time Mr. Dean and I were not com- 
municating with one another. 

Senator Gurney. What other things did he try to peddle, to whom ? 

Mr. Ehrlichaian. Other than this particular tale to Mr. Colson and 
me and the one about Mr. Haldeman which I am sorry to sav I can’t 
recall. The deep-six business of the disposal of the document was also 
given to the prosecutors and came back to me the same way. That he 
did not try to plant on me that I can recall. 

Senator Gurney. Why would he plant the Hunt story, I mean what 
purpose would that serve ? 

Mr. Ehrlichaian. I confess, I don’t know except — well, this is really 
remote, but I do understand that in fact Mr. Dean did make the call to 
have Hunt leave the country, and like some other episode that we dis- 
cussed the other day he has tried apparently to tie events of that kind 
to someone else’s authority. 

Now, I don’t know the date of the actual call but I have heard and, 
as I say this is really secondhand, that Hunt got such a call, either got 
it from Dean or on Dean's say-so and it's a little bit like the McCord- 
Caulfield situation, he is tying it back to me. 

Senator Gurnet. As far as you are concerned you never gave him 
that instruction? 

Mr. Ehrliciiaian. Correct. 

Senator Gurney. At this June 19 meeting or any other meeting? 

Mr. Eiirltciiaian. That is correct. 
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Conversation with Ken Clawson 

C. Clawson. . 

E. Ehrlichman. 

E, You called me? 

C. No I didn’t call you. 

E. I’m sorry. I got a message at home to call you. I'll be jiggered. Is this Ken 
Clawson. 

C. Unless it was Jim Clawson. 

E. Couldn’t have been. Isn’t that strange. Gee I hope I didn’t wake you up. 

C. I’m out of it with this damn cold. 

E. Oh, that’s too bad. While I have you could I ask you something. I’m awfully 
sorry to bother you. You may recall a meeting in my office which I think 
you sort of convened to talk about a press report during the Watergate 
aftermath, when it broke, a press report about Hunt’s safe being in the 
White House. And you and Chuck and Bruce Kehrli came up here and met 
with Dean and me to talk about what you know what our response should 
be and so forth. Do you remember that ? 

C. Vaguely. I remember better an earlier meeting in which the question was 
should we give out Hunt’s dates of employment and what Charley’s role was 
in hiring him. 

E. Yeah. Well, this focuses particularly on what we ought to do about the 
contents of the safe, what we ought to say to the press, what we ought to do 
about Hunt and so forth. Do you have any present recollection of that? 

C. A vague memory, yeah, but I don’t recall any of the details of it. 

E. Well, it’s interesting because Dean who as you know has talked to the U.S. 
Attorney at great length, cites some comments of mine in that meeting as 
evidence of corrupt attitude on my part and I’m looking for anybody who can 
help me to recall what took place there. 

C. That’s a helluva note, John. 

E. I agree. 

C. If you want me to be forthwith and straightforward with you. I’ll recollect 
anything you want me to. 

E. Well, no, let me, let me tell you what my problem is and then you can , . . 
I’ve got to tell what I recall and what I don’t recall. He alleges that I said 
two things at that meeting. One that we ought to deep six the contents of the 
safe, quote, unquote. And, two, that we ought to get Hunt to leave the 
country. 

C. Oh, I could . . . listen, John, if anything like that. If either one of those 
two things were said that would be vivid in my mind. 

E. I would think so. I would think so. 

C. And that’s objectively. 

E. Now, in point of fact, Dean phoned Liddy and asked Liddy to have Hunt 
leave the country. 

C. That’s new news to me. 

E. Yeah, but you see this . . . and what he’s doing is saying well I was just 
being a good German and carrying out orders. 

C. No, I would have absolutely no trouble in remembering either one of those 
two things had that been said. 

E. Well, OK. 

G. I would just remember that. 

E. Yeah, that’s a fairly dramatic event. OK, thank you very much. Awfully 
sorry to have bothered you. I just don’t understand. 

C. If there’s anything I can do in this thing, please let me . . . 

E. I will. I will. Thank you, Ken. 
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Exhibit No. 109 

Conversation with Chuck Colson, April 17, 1973. 

C. Colson. 

H. Holly Holm (Colson’s secretary). 

E. Ehrlichman. 

E. Hello. 

H. Hello, Mr. Colson’s office. 

E. Yes, this is John Ehrlichman. 

H. Hi, Mr. Ehrlichman. 

E. Mr. Colson in? 

H. Yes, just a minute please. 

C. Hello. 

E. Hi. 

C. Hi, John. I’ll be over about 11 if that’s convenient. 

E. Fine, that’s very good. 

C. Two quick questions, though. One thing I should tell you is that our great 
find last night really started accelerating. Something coming out this morn- 
ing. Dean involved. Now I notice the LA Times has it this mor nin g but 
the people that Shapiro has been getting information from, you know, the 
town is buzzing with, is alive with the story, so I don’t think we have a 
helluva lot of time. 

E. All right. 

C. I just thought I’d let you know that. 

E. I appreciate it. 

C. Did he, when he went over there, was he given any immunity? 

E. Not yet. 

What they’ve done, apparently. 

C. They shouldn’t give it to him. 

E. I know it. What they said to him is that unless he turns up corroborated 
evidence against Haldeman and me. 

C. Is that who he’s trying to make? 

E. Sure. 

C. Who, Dean is? 

E. Yep. 

C. That’s John Mitchell again. Son of a bitch. 

E. Unless he does that he doesn’t get immunity. Now my grapevine tells me that 
you are going to be summoned over there today. 

C. Oh, really? 

E. Yep. And that they’re going to ask you about a meeting in my office which 
Dean has highlighted as the central gemstone in the case against me and 
so just in case you get hauled over there before 11 o’clock, maybe I’d betted 
tell you about it. It was a meeting that Kehrli, Clawson, you, Dean and 
I had here. 

C. I wasn’t there. 

E. In my office. 

C. I was not there. Dean tried this one out on me Friday night, and I said the 
only thing I can ever recall, John, is I once told you I thought it was a 
stupid, god-damn thing for Hunt to be unavailable. 

E. Weil, that’s the meeting where supposedly I ordered him to tell Hunt to 
leave the country. 

C. Never heard that. And I will SO state under oath. 

E. Or that I admonished everyone that we ought to figure out some way to 
deep six the contents of Hunt’s safe. 

C. No. No way. I was the one who said go get Hunt’s safe and be sure it’s 
preserved for the FBI. 

E. Right. 
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C. A. and B it’s stupid to get another country. But that was in my office, not 
yours. And you weren't present. 

C. I can handle that one easily. 

E. But you were not in a meeting here? 

C. Well, I may have been but I sure don't remember that. 

E. That’s the way. OK. 

C. All right ? I can handle that. 

E. Thank you, I'll see you at 11. 

C. There's a couple of things you and I need to do to protect each other's flank 
here but we’ll talk about that, but no, I'm serious. 

E. Fair enough. 

C. Let’s get it clearly understood that son of a bitch doesn’t get immunity. 

I want to nail him , 

E. Well I'm doing my best. 

C. No, I want to nail him. I'll take immunity first. 

E. OK. 

C. All right? 

E. All right. 

C. Thanks. 


35-780 0 - 74 - 15 


( 213 ) 


26 ,? U,S\ y. MITCHELL imiemWI. MARCH 1 . 1974 . l f 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


- UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 

V. 

JOHN N. MITCHELL, HARRY R. 
HALDEMAN, JOHN D. EHRLICHMAN, 
CHARLES W. COLSON, ROBERT C. 
MARDIAN, KENNETH W. PARKINSON, 
and GORDON STRACHAN, 

Defendants. 


) 

l .. . 

) Criminal No. • 54 :* ? } 

> 

) Violation of 18 U.S.C. 

) §§ 371, 1001, 1503, 1621, 

) and 1623 (conspiracy, 

) false statements to a 

) government agency, ob- 
) struction of justice, 

) perjury and false 
) declarations.) 

) 

) 



INDICTMENT 


The Grand Jury charges: 


Fi LE[) " 

^ 


Introduction 

1. On or about June 17, 1972, Bernard L. Barker, 
Virgilio R. Gonzalez, Eugenio R. Martinez, James W. McCord, 
Jr. and Frank L. Sturgis were arrested in the offices of 


the Democratic National Committee, located in the Water- 
gate office building, Washington, D. C. , while attempting 
to photograph documents and repair a surreptitious elec- 
tronic listening device which had previously been placed 
in those offices unlawfully. 


2. At all times material herein, the United 
States Attorney’s Office for the District of Columbia and 
the Federal Bureau of Investigation were parts of the De- 
partment of Justice, a department and agency of the United 
States, and the Central Intelligence Agency was an agency 
of the United States. 


3. 

tinuing up 


Beginning on or about June 17, 1972, and con- 
to and including the date of the filing of this 
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of Columbia, both prior to and subse- 
quent to the return of the indictment 
on September 15, 1972. 

(f) The conspirators would make and 
cause to be made offers of leniency, exe- 
cutive clemency and other benefits to 

E. Howard Hunt, Jr., G. Gordon Liddy, 

James W. McCord, Jr., and Jeb S. Magruder. 

(g) The conspirators would attempt 
to obtain CIA financial assistance for 
persons who were subjects of the investi- 
gation referred to in paragraph three (3) 
above . 

(h) The conspirators would obtain 
information from the FBI and the Department 
of Justice concerning the progress of the 
investigation referred to in paragraph 
three (3) above. 

18. In furtherance of the conspiracy, and to 
effect the objects thereof, the following overt acts, 
among others, were committed in the District of Columbia 
and elsewhere: 

I OVERT ACTS 

1. On or about June 17, 1972, JOHN N. MITCHELL 
met with ROBERT C. MARDIAN in or about Beverly Hills, 
California, and requested MARDIAN to tell G. Gordon 
Liddy to seek the assistance of Richard G. Kleindienst, 
then Attorney General of the United States, in obtaining 
the release of one or more of the persons arrested in 
connection with the Watergate break-in. 
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2. On or about June 18, 1972, in the District 
of Columbia, GORDON STRACHAN destroyed documents on the 
instructions of HARRY R. HALDEMAN. 

3. On or about June 19, 1972, JOHN D. EHRLICHMAN 
met with John W. Dean, III, at the White House in the 
District of Columbia, ht which time EHRLICHMAN directed 
Dean to tell G. Gordon Liddy that E. Howard Hunt, Jr., 
should leave the United States. 

4. On or about June 19, 1972, CHARLES W. COLSON 
and JOHN D. EHRLICHMAN met with John W. Dean, III, at 

the White House in the District of Columbia, at which time 
EHRLICHMAN directed Dean to take possession of the con- 
tents of E. Howard Hunt, Jr.'s safe in the Executive 
Office Building. 

5. On or about June 19, 1972, ROBERT C. MARDIAN 
and JOHN N. MITCHELL met with Jeb S. Magruder at MITCHELL'S 
apartment in the District of Columbia, at which time 
MITCHELL suggested that Magruder destroy documents from 
Magruder' s files. 

6. On or about June 20, 1972, G. Gordon Liddy 
met with Fred C. LaRue and ROBERT C. MARDIAN at LaRue* s 
apartment in the District of Columbia, at which time 
Liddy told LaRue and MARDIAN that certain M commitments " 
had been made to and for the benefit of Liddy and other 
persons involved in the Watergate break-in. 

7. On or about June 24, 1972, JOHN N. MITCHELL 
and ROBERT C. MARDIAN met with John W. Dean, III, at 1701 
Pennsylvania Avenue in the District of Columbia, at which 
time MITCHELL and MARDIAN suggested to Dean that the CIA 
be requested to provide covert funds for the assistance of 
the persons involved in the Watergate break-in. 


( 216 ) 


25 


16,8 ROBERT BENNETT DEPOSITION , APRIL 19, 1973, DNC V. MoCORD, 
25, 29-32 


White House. 

Q In what context did that interest express itself? 

A He said a friend of his had developed a device, which, 

as he described it, was very, very sophisticated in the realm 
of electronic surveillance. He said it could be attached to a 
piece of furniture, that it was voice actuated so that the bat- 
teries or whatever power source it had would be preserved and 
that it was invulnerable to an electronic sweep and suggested 
that maybe some of our clients would be interested in knowing 
about, the existence of this device. If they were, he said he 
could introduce them to the individual who had developed it. 

I checked and none of our clients had any interest in it. 

Q Did he ever show you one of these devices? 

c 

A No. 


Q Did he ever show you any kind of electronic equipment? 


A No . 



When W'&s the first time after June 17 , 197 2 f when you 
Hunt? 

The following Monday morning when I got to work. 


Q Was he already there? 


A Yes . 

Q What time did you get to work that morning? 


fc’ 


A 
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Q Prior to this conversation with Mr. Gregory on that 
Wednesday , had you had any indication of any of the kinds of 
work that Mr,; Hunt was doing? 

A Only that he was involved in the campaign. 

Q You had no indication then that his work may have 
involved bugging, wiretapping and the like? 

A No . t 

Q On Monday, the 19th, when you saw Mr. Hunt, did you 

have any discussion with him then concerning the problem that 
Tom Gregory was having? 

A No. 

Q Did you raise the question with him? 

A "NO. 

0 Did you have the opportunity on that Monday to dis- 

cuss that problem with him? 

A I suppose I did, but, that not being the principal 
item of concern that day, I didn't think to bring it up. 

Q The principal item that day was the newpaper reports, 
the stories about the Watergate break-in? 

A That's correct, plus the fact that there were two 
FBI agents that came to the office to see Mr. Hunt. That kind 
of cleared everything else away. 

Q What time did those FBI agents get there? 
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A Around noon. 

Q Prior to noon, you talked to Mr. Hunt, but he did not 
want to discuss anything; is that correct? 

A That's correct. 

Q You did not take that opportunity at that time to 
discuss Mr. Gregory's problem? 

A That's correct. 

Q What did Mr. Hunt do at the office that morning? 

A I don't know. I had a very busy morning, which was 

why I couldn't take the time to probe with him further and 
spent the morning in my own office working on my own problems. 

Q Did Mr. Hunt remain at the office all day? 

A No. As I left for lunch, he joined me on the elevator 
saying that he was going out to his oculist to get his glasses 
and that he might not be back that afternoon, the oculist shop 
being in Rockville. When I got back from lunch, the FBI agents 
were there and Howard was not. 

Q Did you go to lunch with Mr. Hunt? 

A No . 

Q You simply left the building together; is that correct? 

A Yes, that's correct. He came back later that after- 
noon and I told him that the FBI was looking for him. 

Q What did he say? 
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A He said, "I have no reason to talk to them." "I 
don't have to talk to them," I think was his exact phrase. 

Q Did he again leave the office that afternoon? 

A Yes, he did. 

Q Thereafter, did you receive any telephone calls from 
anyone? 

A Yes. Gordon Liddy called. 

Q About what time did Mr. Liddy call? 

A I would guess this would be in the late afternoon. 
3:30 or 4:00 o'clock. 

Q On what telephone did Mr. Liddy call? 

A He called through the regular switchboard. That is, 

through the regular phone system. 

Q How busy was Mr. Hunt's private telephone that after- 
noon while he wasn't there? 

A I do not know. 

Q What did Mr. Liddy want to do? Did he want to talk 

to Mr. Hunt? 

A Yes. 

Q Did you speak with Mr. Liddy? 

A Yes . 

Q Did he ask to speak to you after he found out that 
Mr. Hunt was not present? 
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A I believe so. Again, that would have been handled 
by the secretary . 

Q What was the nature of the conversation? 

A He wanted to know where Howard was. 

Q What did you tell him? 

A I told him that as far as I knew Howard was at home, 
that he had left the office telling me that he had planned to 
leave town until the concern about the Watergate had blown over 
and that he was going home to pack. 

0 Did that satisfy Mr . Liddy? 

A Mr. Liddy said, "Will you get in touch with him and 
tell him that the signals have changed and he's to stay put." 

I called Mr. Hunt's home and gave him that message, whereupon 
he commented, "I wish they'd make up th^Lr minds." 

Q You called him at home and he was at home at that time' 

A That's right. 

Q Approximately what time was that? 

A That would be in the afternoon immediately after the 
call from Gordon. 

Q Give us that time. 

A 3:30 or 4: 00 o'clock. 

Q Did you have any further conversation that day or that 
night with Mr. Hunt or Mr. Liddy? 
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On the evening of June 19, 1972 John Mitchell met at his 


apartment in Washington, D. C. with John Dean, -Jeb Magruder, Robert 
Mardian and Fred LaRue and discussed the break-in at the DNC head- 
quarters . 

— Page 

17.1 John Mitchell testimony, 4 SSC 1622 ‘.224 

17.2 Jeb Magruder testimony, 2 SSC 799-300 225 

17.3 Robert Mardian testimony, 6 SSC 2355 227 

17.4 Fred LaRue testimony, 6 SSC 2303-04 * 228 
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being because I have never quite got to the bottom of it, was after Mr. 
Mardian and Mr. LaRue had met with Mr. Liddy and Mr. Liddy 
provided them with quite an extensive story on Mr. Liddy’s activities. 

Mr. Dash. Will you tell us briefly what that extensive story 
included ? 

Mr. Mitchell. Well, it included the fact that he was involved with 
other individuals in the Watergate activity, that he had also made 
surveillance of McGovern headquarters, I believe it was, and that he 
had previously, as part of what has since become known as the 
Plumbers group, acted extensively in certain areas while he was at 
the White House in connection with the Ellsberg matter, in the Dita 
Beard matter and a few of the other little gems. 

Mr. Dash. When you say the Ellsberg matter what specifically are 
you referring to? 

Mr. Mitchell. Well, I am referring to, well, it certainly wasn’t the 
prosecution. 

Mr. Dash. No. 

Mr. Mitchell. Obviously it had to do with the surreptitious entry 
of the doctor’s office in California. 

Mr. Dash. And when you refer to the Dita Beard matter what spe- 
cifically did you learn through Mr. LaRue and Mr. Mardian? 

Mr. Mitchell. Well, if my recollection is correct he was assisting 
in spiriting her out of wherever they spirited her out of, either New 
York or Washington. 

Mr. Dash. Was there a meeting in your apartment on the evening 
that you arrived in Washington on June 19, attended by Mr. LaRue, 
Mr. Mardian, Mr. Dean, Mr. Magruder 

Mr. Mitchell. Magruder and myself, that is correct. 

Mr. Dash. Do you recall the purpose of that meeting, the discus- 
sion that took place there ? 

Mr. Mitchell. I recall that we had been traveling all day and, of 
course, we had very little information about what the current status 
was of the entry of the Democratic National Committee, and we met 
at the apartment to discuss it. They were, of course, clamoring for a 
response from the committee because of Mr, McCord’s involvement, 
et cetera, and we had quite a general discussion of the subject matter. 

Mr. Dash. Do you recall any discussion of the so-called either Gem- 
stone files or wiretapping files that you had in your possession? 

Mr. Mitchell. No: I had not heard of the Gemstone files as of that 
meeting and, as of that date, I had not heard that anybody there at 
that particular meeting knew of the wiretapping aspects of that or 
had any connection with it. 

Mr. Dash. Did either you or anybody in your presence at that meet- 
ing discuss Mr. Liddy having a good fire at his house? 

Mr. Mitchell. Not in inv recollection was there any discussion of 
destruction of documents at that meeting. 

Mr. Dash. You are aware of the testimony of Mr. Magruder that 
he did get the idea to destroy the documents and he did in fact bum 
the Gemstone documents? 

Mr. Mitchell. T am aware of his testimony and T think his testi- 
mony was one of thevSe general things “It was decided that” or some- 
thing to that effect but, to my recollection, there was no such discus- 
sion of it. 
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since this break-in was done in a rather amateurish way, that possibly 
there was some double- agent activity going on here, and we were 
honestly concerned about our own files. 

1 did ask A I r. Iteisner to remove certain files- — my advertising file, 
the budget file, our strategy file, and the Gemstone file. Then I talked 
with him and ALr. Odle, and Air. Odle took the Gemstone file home. 

Mr. Dash. Did you talk to anybody else from California ? 

Mr. AIagruder. Well, yes, I talked to Powell Aloore, as I recall. I 
cannot recall any other specifically 

Air. Dasii. Did you call Air, Strachan ? 

Air. Magruder. Oh, yes, I called Air. Strachan that evening. 

Mr. Dash. AVhat did you tell Air. Strachan ( 

Mr. AIagruder. I told him— of €0111*80, he knew no more than we 
knew. He knew that they had been apprehended, and we had a problem 
and just discussed in a sense that we had a problem, and we did not 
quite know what to do about it. At that time, we had heard that there 
was some money at that time found on the individuals, and we had 
hoped that it was money that had been found at the Democratic Jsa- 
tiomU Committee, but unfortunately, it was our money. So we, in effect, 
just discussed the problem. We had no answer:-, obviously, at that time. 

Air. Dash. Did you receive a call from Air. I laldeman ? 

Mr. Magruder. Yes. The next morning, on Sunday, I received a call 
f rom Mr. Haldeman. He asked me what had happened. Again, I told 
him basically - 

Mr. Dash, From where was he calling? 

Mr. Magruder, Key Biscayne, Fla. 

He just asked me the basic background of the break in and what 
had happened. X just told him what had happened. He indicated that 
X should get hack to Washington immediately, since no one in any 
position of authority was at the committee, and to talk with Air. Dean 
and Mr. Strachan and Air. Sloan and others on Monday to try to find 
out what actually had happened and whose money it was and so on. 

Mr. Dash. Alow, you did return to Washington? 

Air. Magruder. Yes, 1 did. 

Air. Dash. And would you tell us briefly, but as specifically as you 
can, what you did as soon as you returned to Washington and who you 
met with ? 

Air. AIagruder. Well, on Monday, I met with Air. Dean, Air. Strac- 
han, Mr. Sloan, Air. Liddy. Mr. Liddy and I did not really have too 
much to say to each other. He said he had goofed, and I accepted that 
on face value. There really was not much to discuss at that time. 

I determined from Air. Sloan that the money was our money, not 
someone elstvs money. 

Mr. Doan and I discussed the problem in terms of what we were 
going to do as to Air. Strachan and I. 

Mr. Dash. Did you have a meeting on that evening, the evening of 
dune 19, when you came back to Washington, in Air. AlitchclPs apart- 
ment ? 

Air. AIagruder. Yes, Air. Mitchell flew back that Monday with 
Air*. LaHue and Air. Alardian. We met in his apartment with Air. Dean. 
That would have been Air. Mitchell, Air. LaKue, Mr. Dean, Air. Alar- 
dian, and myself; and the general discussion again was, what were 
we going to do about the problem? It was again, we had very little 
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information. We did not, of course, know what type of investigation 
would then be held. And we talked about types of alternative solutions. 

One solution was recommended in which I was to, of course, destroy 

the Gemstone file. So I called my office and 

Mr. Dash. That solution came up as a result of that meeting? 
Mr. Magruder. Well, I think yes, it was generally concluded that 
hat file should be immediately destroyed. 

Mr. Dash. Now, as to Mr. Dean’s participation, by the way, in these 
meetings, was Mr. Dean operating on his own, or what was your 
understanding of Mr. Dean’s role at these meetings? 

Mr. Magruder. Mr. Dean was the person who had worked with us 
on many of these legal matters. He had brought Mr. Liddy to the 
meeting. He was a close associate of ours through Mr. Mitchell, and, 
of course, all of us knew Mr. Dean very well. And he was one person 
from the White Hcruse who worked with us very closely. It was very 
natural for Mr. Dean in this situation to be part of our meetings at 
this point in time because of his association and of his background. 

Mr. Dash. And would he, from your understanding, be represent- 
ing any White House interest at these meetings? 

Mr. Magruder. I think you would really have to ask Mr. Dean that 
question. 

Mr. Dash. Now, did you instruct Mr. Reisner to destroy any other 
files? 


Mr. jMagruder. As I recall, I asked Mr. Reisner to cull through 
my files, pull out any sensitive material that could be embarrassing 
to us. There was the suit that was placed against us by the Demo- 
cratic National Committee that asked for immediate disclosure. As 
I recall, we all indicated that we should remove any documents that 
could be damaging, whether they related at all to the Watergate 
or not. 

Mr. Dash. Mr. Sloan has testified before the committee, Mr. 
Magruder, that shortly after your return and after the break-in, that 
you asked him to perjure himself concerning the amount of money 
that Mr. Sloan had given Mr. Liddy. Could you state your own 
recollection of that discussion with Mr. Sloan 


Mr. Magruder. Well, the first discussion — we had two meetings on 
Monday. The first meeting was when I determined from him that the 
money was our money, and we discussed that in his office. And he 
came up to my office, and in attempting to allay his concerns or to 
help him in some sense, give some advice, I think, we talked about 
what would he do about the money. 

My understanding of the new election law indicated that he would 
be personally liable for cash funds that were not reported. These 
were not reported funds. So I indicated at that meeting that I thought 
he had a problem and might have to do something about it. 

He said, you mean commit perjury? I said, you might have to do 
something like that to solve your problem and very honestly, was doing 
that in good faith to Mr. Sloan to assist him at that time. 

Now, later we met three times, twice that week and once after he 
returned from his vacation. That was on the subject of how much 
money had been allocated to Mr. Liddy. Now, I. in thinking of about 
7 months from the time we authorized the funds to the tune of the 
November election, I thought that Mr. Liddy should have received 
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I am very much gratified by this information. I think the informa- 
tion will enable the committee to expedite its investigation, and I think 
it was a very wise decision on the part of the President. 

Senator Baker. Mr. Chairman, may I join in expressing my great 
delight at the decision of the President communicated to you by Sec- 
retary Shultz. I want to commend you as well as the members of the 
committee for handling this matter in a way that permitted this accord 
and this agreement to take place. The committee, I believe, forebore 
from trying to create a legal confrontation that might have jeopard- 
ized the possibility of negotiating a settlement to this controversy. It 
w r ould appear that the White House has shown its spirit of coopera- 
tion and response. 

I have nothing but commendation for the committee, especially for 
the chairman and for the President, in negotiating a rather delicate 
situation involving the most fundamental concept, that is, the doctrine 
of separation of powers, in a way that avoided a confrontation and 
will apparently give this committee access to relevant parts of ex- 
tremely important information bearing on critical features of this 
inquiry. 

Thank you. 

Senator Ervin. I would like to take this occasion to add these words. 
I do not believe that any investigating committee in the history of the 
Congress has been able, as we have been thus far, to investigate such 
highly controversial matter as we have been investigating with such 
unanimity of agreement among the committee members as to the steps 
to be taken, and with more wonderful cooperation on the part of all 
the members of the committee. 

Counsel may resume the interrogation of the witness. 

Mr. Hamilton. Mr. Mardian. when we broke for lunch we were dis- 
cussing the meeting in Mr. Mitchell’s apartment on the evening of 
June 19, and I would like to return to that in my questioning. 

WIio was present at that meeting ? 

Mr. Mardian. Based upon my reconstructed recollection, I would 
say Mr. Mitchell, Mr. Magruder, Mr. Dean and, I believe, there was 
one PR person present from the office of public information ; I am not 
sure of that. 

Mr. Hamilton. Was Mr. LaRue at that meeting? 

Mr. Mardian. Mr. LaRue. 

Mr. Hamilton. Now, is there a possibility that the PR person, the 
press spokesman, actually met the party at the airport and did not 
return to Mr. Mitchell’s apartment ? 

Mr. Mardian. It is possible because I do not have a very clear recol- 
lection of that meeting. 

Mr. Hamilton. Would you give us, to the best of your recollection, 
the topics that were discussed at this meeting ? 

Mr. Mardian. The only two things I recall of that meeting is that 
there was a need for a statement from the office of public information 
for Mr. Mitchell. I do not recall discussing it or participating in it. I 
do not recall what the event was. I recall discussing the need for obtain- 
ing the resources of a law firm, because I believe it was announced that 
day, or we were informed that night, that a lawsuit was going to be 
filed the next morning by the Democratic National Committee against 
the Committee To Re-Elect the President. And my; best recollection 
is that there was a discussion as to who we should retain. 


( 227 ) 



17.4 FRED LaRUE TESTIMONY, JULY 18 3 19?S 3 6 SSC 2303-04 


2303 

Mr. LaRue. As I recall, Mr. Thompson, it would be, that would be, 
on Tuesday or Wednesday. 

Mr. Thompson. All right, the 30th Tvas on a Thursday. The follow- 
ing Tuesday or Wednesday. All right. What did you do when you 
returned ? Did you resume your duties at the Committee To Re-Elect, 
did you go into the office the first day you returned, did you take a 
little more time off ? What did you do ? 

Mr. LaRue. No, I resumed my duties. 

Mr. Thompson. All right. Do you recall when the first time you saw 
Magruder was after you returned ? 

Mr. LaRue. I would assume certainly that day. 

Mr. Thompson. Let me ask you this. In discussing the matter with 
Magruder, is it your understanding either from what he told you or 
from your own independent recollection that this telephone call came 
before or after March 30 ? 

Mr. LaRue. I cannot relate it to that timeframe but any particular 
timeframe, but since the call allegedly involved the approval of the 
Liddy budget I would assume that it came after or 

Mr. Thompson. If we are following logic and it did have to do with 
the Liddy budget it would be before ? 

Mr. LaRue. It would be prior ; yes, prior to the Key Biscayne meet- 
ing, yes, sir. 

Mr. Thompson. All right. Did Magruder tell you whether or not he 
remembered that it had come before ? 

Mr. LaRue. I do not recall that kind of discussion, Mr. Thompson. 

Mr. Thompson. It is not exactly a completely unrelated sequence of 
events. It looks like in reconstructing this matter if there was outside 
pressure that perhaps caused him to go down to Key Biscayne, that 
would be significant. If, on the other hand, this was a conversation 
which took place 5 or 6 days after the plan had already been put into 
effect, it would have completely different significance, I would think. 

Mr. LaRue [conferring with counsel]. Mr. Thompson, I think my 
testimony before, to Mr. Dash, was that my recollection of this conver- 
sation occurred after — that this conversation occurred after the June 17 
break-in. It was related 

Mr. Thompson. The conversation with Magruder when you were 
talking about the phone call ? 

Mr. LaRue. Yes, sir. In relating to speculation as to who may have 
been involved and who may have had knowledge of the break-in, 
and Magruder related this phone call indicating that Mr. Colson had 
been concerned about Mr. Liddy’s budget being approved, and I do 
not recall any discussion on the time period when the call was made. 

Mr. Thompson. You do not know whether it came before or after 
March 30? 

Mr. LaRue. No, sir, I do not. 

r Mf. Thompson. This meeting of June 10, there is a conflict of testi- 
mony on this point. Mr. Mitchell and Mr. Dean have both testified that 
there was no discussion, as far as they can remember, of the destruc- 
tion of any records or burning anvthing. Magruder has testified and 
vou have testified that such a discussion did take place. Now, the 
four of you were there, plus Mr. Mardian. Let us talk about that in 
a little more detail. Did you arrive there together ? 
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Mr. LaRue. As I recall, we did not. 

Mr. Thompson. Do you recall who arrived first, when you arrived? 

Mr. LaRue. I went to the apartment with Mr. Mitchell from the 
plane. My best recollection is that Mr. Mardian and his w T ife got off at 
their apartment, which was a couple of blocks before you get to the 
Watergate, and so to reconstruct the sequence of events, I would say 
I arrived with Mr. Mitchell and then later in the evening the other 
participants arrived, and I could not specifically say in what order 
and what time period. 

Mr. Thompson. Do you know who arrived last ? 

Mr. LaRue. No. sir, I do not. 

Mr. Thompson. Was there any substantive discussion about what 
you were to do and the problem that you had before all the partic- 
ipants arrived ? 

Mr. LaRue. Mr. Thompson, I have a very hazy recollection of 
that meeting. In fact, were it not for the thing that sticks in my mind, 
the statement about “you might have a good fire, 55 if it were 
not for that, I do not think I could recall any details of that meeting 
at all. 

Mr. Thompson. Do you recall who was present when that state- 
ment was made ? 

Mr. LaRue. No, I do not. 

Mr. Thompson. I realize this is a difficult thing for you to have 
to go back to do, Mr. LaRue, but these are matters, of course, we have 
to clear up if we can. 

Let me ask you this, I believe you said after the break-in, you dis- 
cussed this matter with Magruder. I take it that the first time you 
discussed it with him was after you discussed it with Liddy on the 
20th, some time after that ? 

Mr. LaRue. Yes, sir, I am sure that is correct. 

Mr. Thompson. All right. And Liddy had told you what with regard 
to who had gotten him involved and who was pushing him? 

Mr. LaRue. I don't recall any specific statements or conversations 
by Liddy of who got him involved. As I recall Liddy’s reasoning for 
the second entry of the break-in, in which they got caught, was that 
he had been getting pressure from Magruder to improve the sur- 
veillance, they weren’t getting proper coverage under electronic 
surveillance. 

Mr. Thompson. All right, then, the only person he mentioned as 
having applied any pressure to go back in the second time was 
Magruder. 

Mr. LaRue. That is to the best of my recollection, yes. 

Mr. Thompson. Did he mention Mr. Mitchell to you ? 

Mr. LaRue. No, sir, not that I recall. 

Mr. Thompson. We have had testimony from Mr. McCord that 
Liddy was telling him that Mr. Mitchell had approved it — I mean 
that Mitchell was telling Liddy; Liddy was telling McCord that 
Mitchell was involved and had approved the project, but Liddy did 
not tell you that? 

Mr. LaRue. Not that I can recall, no, sir. 

Mr. Thompson. All right. 
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18. On June 19, 1972 Ronald Ziegler, the President's press 
secretary, described the break-in at the DNC headquarters as "a 
third-rate burglary attempt." 

Page 

18.1 Washington Post , June 20, 1972, A1 , A4 232 
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By Bob Woodward 
litid K. J. Ladiinsld 

.jon Post St.ifi Writers 

A roiiMiltant to White 
li j*i;v special counsel Charles 
W. i. olson is listed in the ad- 
drc»i books of two of the five 
men arrested in an attempt to 
buif the Democratic National 
heid<iuaiLer; : i here early Natur- 
4*y, 

federal "sources dose to tin 
itiVt\Ui:>.tiou said the address 
t»v\A i contain the iiame and 
fcdjui t; lop hone number of 
taard E. Hunt with the nota- 
tiuni ; **Vd House” 4 u!cf ‘*W-H. ,r 


In addition, a stamped, u li- 
ra a iled e n v e lope c o n t a i n i n g 
Hunt’s personal check for 
and a bill for the same amount 
from the Lakewood Country 
Club in Rockville also wore 
found among the suspects’ be- 
longings, sources said. 

Hunt worked for the Cen- 
tral Intelligence Agency from 
R)4B to ltf7 ii. AU five suspects 
in v/hat Demm;rat.jc Party 
d i a i r m a n La w r e rice If O’Bvien 
has called an ‘‘incredible act 
of political espionage” ; have 
had links to the CIA, 


In other develonments yes- 
terday; ' 

* U was reported that one 
of the five suspects, Eugenio 
1L Martinez, conf acted Univer- 
sity of Miami officials two 
weeks ago seeking housing for 
about 3,000 Young Republi- 
cans during the Republican 
N a LiojiUt 1 Co n ven ti on. 

• Funner CIA employee apd 
FLU agvinl; Jamg^ W. MeCm) 
Jr v , . a.‘. suspect ,Y’ho. - worked 
fpr Ui£. Republicans ; as a 

rl ty o< uml jnaioiy N ; er yed uptii 
Coin;.; months j ago’ hi $ special 
ltymembpr hiilitary reserve 


unit. The .Washington based 
unit develops lists of radical ; 
and draws up contingency 
plans for censorship \ of the 
i u; w;> modi a a 1 1 $ (LS/mail. 

e White House' spokesman 
Ren aid L. Ziegler I old .report- j 
evs in .Florida with the Presi- 
dent that he would .not coin- 1 
menl.cn “a third-rate burglary 
attempt” In addition Ziegler 
a aid that “ certain elements 
may try to stretch this beyond 
^yvhat rtt is,” 

T * -Senate llcmocratfc Reader, 
AIik;e Mansijeld said ho 'didn’t 
think’*' tfuV Republican* party 


had anything td do with the 
bizarre bugging incident, 

• . O’Brien said liis party 
might take; civil court action 
against- , the suspects because 
the party’s First Amendment 
rights and civil rights were vi- 
olated. 

The White House personnel 
n f f i co. con firmed- yes l ml a y 
that Hunt is a consultant to 
Colson and has an office in 
the 'old Executive Office 
Building. Colson said to spe- 
cialize in delicate 
fc^ihe, President.. 

See BUG, A4, Col. 1 
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BUG, From A1 


Ken W. Clawson, current 
White House aide who until 
recently was a reporter, wrote 
in February, 1971, in The 
Washington Post that Colson 
had been “dubbed” as one of 
the “original back-room boys 

♦ . the brokers, the guys who 
fix things when they break 
down and do the dirty work 
when it’s necessary.” ' 

• When Hunt was asked by a 
reporter yesterday why two of 
the suspects had his phone 
number, he said, “Good God!” 
He then paused and said, “In 
.view that the matter is under 
adjudication, I have no com- 
ment” He then hung- up the 
telephone. 

Clawson, now deputy direc- 
tor of communications for the 
White House, said yesterday 
that Hunt worked as a White 
blouse consultant in declassifi- 
cation of the Pentagon papers 
and most recently on narcotics 
intelligence. 

- He said Hunt last worked 
for the White House on March 
29, 1972, for a regular d aily 
Consultant fee. These fees are 
-generally a $100 a day, other 
Sources said. 

- *Tve looked into the matter 
“very thoroughly and I am con- 
vinced that neither Mr. Colson 
jior anyone else at the White 
House had any knowledge of, 
'or participation in, this deplor- 
able incident at the Demo- 
cratic National Committee” 
Clawson said in a prepared 
statement 

* Hunt is employed ais a 
Writer with the public rela- 
tions firm of, Robert R. Mullen 
Sc Co., 1790 Pennsylvania Ave. 
NW, directly across from both 
Mr. Nixon’s re-election cam- 
paign headquarters and the 
main White House offices. 1 
GET INSERT B 

This was the sequence of 
events when a Washington 
Post reporter called the White 
House and asked to speak to 
Howard E. Hunt early yester- 
day: i 

A switchboard operator 
rang an extension, and when 
no one answered, she told the 
reporter: “There is one other 
place he might be — in Mr. Col- 
son’s office.” She dialed Col- 
son's office, where a secretary 
said, “Mr. Hunt is not here 
now.” She then gave the re- 
porter Hunt's number at the 


in Bugging Case 


public relations firm across 
the street. 

Hunt’s name and phone 
number was in the pop-up ad- 
dress book of Eugenio Marti- 
nez, a real estate agent and 
notary public who has been ac- 
tive in the anti-Castro move- 
ment in Miami. 

A small, black address book 
of one of the other suspects 
also has Hunt’s name and 
phone number, the sources 
said. 

.Also taken by police was a 
savings ■ 1 account book that 
shows Martinez has S7,199 in a 
Miami bank,, according to the 
sources. 

-Another name in one of the 
address books is that of James 
Grimm, head of housing for 
the University of Miami, 
Grimm yesterday told Post re- 
porter Kirk Scharfenberg' in. 
Miami that Martinez contact- 
ed him about two weeks ago, 
seeking housing for about 
3,000 Young Republicans dur- 
ing the Republican National 
Convention. • - - 

Grimm said he could not 
provide the rooms because 
classes would soon begin. Re- 
publican officials said they 
had no knowledge of Marti- 
nez’s efforts to secure housing 
for Young Republicans: 

Martinez works in the real 
estate agency of another of 
the suspects, Bernard L. Bar- 
ker, who is said by Cuban ex- 
iles to have worked for the 
CIA since the Bay of Pigs in- 
vasion in 1961. 

Baker is a joint investor in 
several apartment house, de- 
velopments in Miami with 
Miguel A- Suarez, a Republi- 
can who ran unsuccessfully 
for Dade County mayor in 
1970. 

In addition to Martinez and 
McCord, the other three sus- 
pects, all Miami residents, 
have been identified as: Frank 
Sturgis, also known as Frank 
Fiorini, an American who 
served in Fidel Castro’s revo- 
lutionary army and has since 
been a leader in the anti-Cas- 
tro guerrilla movement; Ftr- 
gilio R. Gonzales, a locksmith; 
and Bernard L. Barker, a na- 
tive American said by exiles 
to have worked on and off for 
the CIA. 

McCord was still being held 
on $30,000 bond yesterday, and 
the other four on $50,000 bond. 

They are charged with at- 
tempted burglary and at- 


tempted Interception of tele- 
phone and other communica- 
tion. 

All five suspects, ' well- 
dressed, wearing rubber surgi- 
cal gloves and armed only 
with tear gas pen3, were ar- 
rested about 2:30 a.m. Satur- 
day by D.C. police inside the 
sixth .floor 29-o££ice suite of 
the Democratic headquarters 
in the Watergate,. 2600 Vir- 
ginia Ave. NW. 

Though the alleged bugging 
attempt at first appeared to be 
very sophisticated and profes- 
sional, experts in the field of 
wiretapping- have since said it 
was amateurish. - , 

Capt. Richard L. Franz of 
the Navy reserves acknowl- 
edged that McCord was a 
member of the Office of Emer- 
gency . Preparedness* special 
analysis division, a 15-member 
reserve unit that : meets 
monthly at 604 17th St NW, 
across from the Executive-Of- 
fice Building. . } v * 

Franz said he could not dis- 
cuss. the- work -of the unit 
However; other sources In the 
unit said that one of its func- 
tions: is to develop a list of 
radicals and contingency plans 
for censorship of the news 
media and U.S- mall in event 
of war. 

McCord dropped out of* the 
unit about four months ago. 
He is a lieutenant colonel in 
the Air Force reserves. 

Meanwhile, the Interna- 
tional Association of Chiefs of 
Police reported yesterday that 
they paid McCord about $750 
in March for teaching a five- 
day course in security at an 
associaiton conference. V 
Robert F. Bennett, president 
of the public relations firm at 
which Hunt works, said yester- 
day that the firm also has an 
affiliate, called Interprogress, 
that is attempting to increase 
American trade with Commu- 
nist countries. 

Hunt worked for the 
White House a total of 63 
days in 1971 and another 24 
days so far this year, accord- 
ing to White House spokesman 
Clawson. 

Hunt was brought into the 
White House by Colson be- 
cause of his CIA expertise-, 
Clawson said. He said Colson 
met Hunt in 1966 at the Brown 
University Club.. 
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Former Attorney General 
John N. Mitchell, head of the 
Nixon campaign committee, 
said in a prepared statement 
released Sunday, that the 1 
President committee is expe- 
riencing its own security prob- 
lems. 

Pressed for elaboration on 
Republican security problems, 
DeVan L- Shumway, director 
of public relations for the 
committee, declined to give 
details yesterday. He said in- 
vestigations are under way, 
hut refused to disclose who 
was conducting them. 

Syumway said that one of 
the things that led the com- 
mittee to suspect a deteriora- 
tion of security was an Asso- 
ciated Press tory last week 
that disclosed quotes from a 
closed-door meeting between 
Mitchell and a senior commit- : 
tee staff member. 

“The story alleging that the 
Republicans were ‘‘targeting 
in” on Sen. McGovern, was 
not true, Shumway said.) 

Shumway said that as of ■ 
yesterday morning, McCord j 
was no longer on the commit. 1 
tee payroll. 

In response to a reporter's 
question, Shumway said that 
McCord had been hired • 
through the committee’s per- 
sonnel office, whose director is 
Robert Odle. 

Shumway said he would not 
make Odle available to a re- 
porter “because he is not a 
public figure.” Odle referred a 
reporter's questions to Shum- 
way. 

Shumway said that McCord 
was dismissed by Odle be- 
cause of the allegations stem- 
ming from the “delicate situa- 
tion.” He said that it had been 
Odle’s responsibility to make 
the original check of McCord’s 
qualifications, and to make 
the decision to hire. 

McCord had been working 
out of the committee's secu- 
rity office on the third floor, . 
Shumway said. “I assume he 
was in the office on a dally 
basis,” he said. 

As security chief, McCord 
was responsible for setting up, 
the committee's internal secu- 
rity system and “would have 
the knowledge of whether we 
were under electronic surveil- 
lance ” Shummay said. 

Meanwhile, security precau- 
tions at Republican committee 
headquarters have been tight- 
ened as a result of the Water- 
gate bugging attempt, Shum- 
way said. He demurred when 
asked for details of the new 
precautions. 

“When you get into the area 
of political campaigns these 
days, you can’t discuss such 
things (security) in depth,” 
Shumway said. 



Joseph A. Rafferty Jr., a 
counsel for. the five suspects, 
said last night that lie would 
file a motion in D.C. Superior 
Court today seeking to reduce 
the bail of his clients- 

Rafferty said he is seeking 
to have the men released to 
the custody of a court-ap- 
pointed “local person.” The re- 
duction, he said, would be in 
line with information about 
the suspects verified by bail 
bondsmen yesterday. 

In New York, where he was 
campaigning for today's pri- 
mary, Sen. McGovern said 
that the incident “is the leg- 
acy of years of wiretapping 
and snooping and invasion of 
privacy,” in which the govern- 
ment has been involved. 

• McGovern said he had no 


evidence that would link the 
Republican party or its lead- 
ers to the weekend incident 

Contributing to this story 


were Wcshiiigton Post Staff 
Writers Kirk Scharfenberg, 
Ron Shaffer and Martin 
Weil:- 
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19. On June 20, 1972 at 9:00 a.m. H. R. Haldeman, John Ehrlich- 
man and John Mitchell met to discuss the break-in at the DNC headquarters. 
John Dean joined the meeting at 9:45 a.m. Attorney General Kleindienst 
joined the meeting at 9:55 a.m. Later that day, Haldeman met with the 
President for one hour and nineteen minutes (11:26 a.m. to 12:45 p.m.) 
and the subjects discussed included Watergate. Haldeman' s notes of the 
meeting reflect that that portion of their discussion dealt with 
checking an EOB office for bugs, a "counter-attack," "PR offensive to 
top this," and the need to "be on the attack — for diversion." When 
a tape recording of the conversation was produced on November 26, 1973 
in response to a subpoena by the Watergate Special Prosecutor, the 
recording contained an eighteen and one-half minute buzzing sound that 
obliterated the portion of the conversation reflected in the foregoing 
segment of Haldeman' s notes. 
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IS. 


JOHN saRLicm itf wa, <tv m 2 0, n 


FRIDAY, JUNE 16 , 1972 


S:00 

HKH office 

3:30 

Cabinet meeting 

10;20‘ 

President, Secretaries Richardson, Hod^on (HR l) 

12:25 

Dr. Ed David 

1:00 

President 

2:20 

Tennis with Cole, Hullin, Harper 

4:00 

Roosevelt Room - p. r. group 

7:00 

Black tie dinner with Mrs, Shouse followed by 

8:30 

V/olf Trap opening 

MONDAY, 

JUNE 19, 1972 . 

3:15 

Roosevelt Room 

10:30 

Dave Young, Walt Mi much 

12:00 

John Dean 

12:45 

Luacb. in Mess with Dr. William Walsh (HOPE) 

1:45 

AG Kleindieast . 

2:10 

Ambassador William Middendorf 

4:00 

Colson, Dean, Ke_hrli,.,Ken Clawson 

5 : 15 

Mark Evans, Clarence Arata, Cong. Ken Gray, 

John Statler (Pres. , DC Board of Trade), Sallyanne Payton 
(DC Arena) 

8:30 

Motion Picture Association - "Butterflies are Free" 

TUESDAY, 

JUNE 20, 1972 

8:00 

HR H office 

8:15 * 

Roosevelt Room 

9:00 

HRH, Mitchell 

9:45 ' 

Joined by John Dean 

9:55 

Joined by AG Kleindienst 

±0:30 

President 

12:00 

William Lane (per John Connally) 

1:00 

Lunch with Roy Wilkins - JDE office 

2:25 

Car at west basement 

2:35 

Senator Griffin, Tom Korologos, Ed Morgan . 

3:00 

Senator Bennett, Tom Korologos 

4:00 

Social Security - MacGregor, Cook, Korologos, Cole, 
Evans, Weinberger, O’Neill 

5:00 

Haircut 

6:00 

Jim Gannon (Wail Street Journal) 
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Mr. Mitchell — T uesday, J une 20, 1972 


8:15 

9:00 

10:30 


10:32 


11:15 

11:25 


11:40 


12:30 


1:40 


2:05 

2:30 

2:45 

3:05 


3:20 


.3:45 


4:00 


4:15 


4:25 


4:50 

5:30 


AG attended White House meeting. 

AG attended White House meeting. 

AG ret. to office 

AG SAW Jeb Magruder , Fred LaRue 
and Bob Mardiatt 

AG talked with Sen. Harry 

AG SAW R ob Odle 

AG SAW Van Shumwa y 

AC- talked with Mr s. M itchell __ 

AG SAW Mard_ian_ • . 

AG SAW Messrs . Timmon s and 5 a . ; L r . uc l-.k 

AG SAW Vr.n?Sht^wax 

AG SAW Glenn Sedan 

AG ret. Bill Gi f for d ' s call and t. 

A.G ret. Secy V olgeL 5 call and t. 

AG ret. Gov. Ro c kef e 11 e r 1 s call ai to. t . 

AG ret . Amb. John TA rit ;/ 1 af^ 1 s call and L 

•AG SAW S_ccy_J^_tans 

AG called Wall y Johns on 

A.G S’-V' late l>n:Mey and Jcd)_Magrud^c_i_ 

AG -SAW G] cnu Sedan and J^b Magruder 
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3039 

Mr. Dash. Now, Mr. Haldeman, when and how did you learn of the 
break-in on June 17, 1972? 

Mr. Haldeman. That seems to be the crucial question and 1 have to 
give I guess the most incredible possible answer. I don’t know, Mr. 
Dash. I simply don’t remember how I learned about it or precisely 
when or from whom. But let me explain that at that time, that week- 
end, I was in Ivey Biscayne. The President was out at Walkers Cay and 
I was at the Key Biscayne Hotel and I am sure that some time during 
that weekend somebody told me that the Democratic National Com- 
mittee had been broken into. 1 am not sure who or when* 

Mr. Dash. Now, what did you do when you learned that, when or 
whoever told you ? 

Mr. Haldeman. Nothing. 

Mr. Dash. Nothing? 

Mr. Haldeman. No. 

Mr. Dash. While you were at Key Biscayne, did you have any 
information that somebody connected with the Committee To Re-Elect 
the President was involved ? 

Mr. Haldeman. I think I did and I think that came in a phone con- 
versation with Jeb Magnider on the 1.8th, on Sunday, which it has 
always been my impression was placed by him to me, but I understand 
he says it was placed by me to him and I am not sure which is which. 
But there was- -the point of that phone conversation, the purpose of 
it was to review a statement that the committee was planning to release, 
and it was releasing it in conjunction with the earlier publicized, or 
assumed about to be publicized, fact that Mr. McCord, who did have a 
connection with the committee, had been one of those arrested at the 
scene of the break-in. 

Mr. Dash. What came through your mind when you learned that 
Mr. McCord — did you know, by the way, who Mr. McCord was? 

Mr. Haldeman. I don’t believe I did. He probably told me at that 
time who he was. 

Mr. Dash, I take it you did learn that he was the security chief of 
the Committee To Re-Elect the President, 

Mr. Haldeman. Yes. 

Mr. Dash. Did it occur to you that this might be an embarrassing 
matter for the campaign ? 

Mr. Haldeman. Yes. 

Mr. Dash. When did you get back to Washington after the break-in? 

Mr. Haldeman. I think on the evening of— on Monday evening, 
which would be the 19th. 

Mr. Dash. Is that when you had a meeting with Mr. Dean ? Did Mr. 
Dean report to you then about what he had learned about the break-in ? 

Mr. Haldeman. I am not — I don’t believe so. I am not sure that I 
had a meeting with Mr. Dean at that point. I believe we probably got 
back late Monday evening and that I went home. 

Mr. Dash. When did you meet with Mr. Dean after you got back? 

r Mr. Haldeman. I think, and I have got sort of a capsule of my 
record here that is subject to correction bv the details, but 1 think there 
was a meeting the morning of the 20fch, in which I was present with 
Mr. Mitchell and Mr, Ehrlich man, and that Dean was, Mr. Dean was, 
in part of that meeting and Attorney General Kleindienst was there 
part of that meeting. 
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t 


3040 



Mr. Dash. At that meeting do you recall that there was a general 
discussion as to what happened, what information was current con- 
cerning the break-in and the relationship with the committee? 

Mr. Haldemax. I have no specific recollection of the contents of that 
meeting but I am sure, that given the time situation, that it must have 
been in regard to the Watergate break-in. 

Mr. Dash. Now, it is true, if you look at your record that during 
that period right after you get back there are about two or three meet- 
ings on different days. 

Mr. Hardeman. Yes. 

Mr. Dash. I think you met with him on the 20th, on the 23d, and on 
the 26th. Does your record show that ? 

Mr. Haldemax. I show — there is an example now of my log of 
June 20 that does not show a meeting with those people that I have 
identified, that I have got in my summary here as a result of informa- 
tion from other sources. What my log shows is a meeting in John 
Ehrlichman’s office which is all my secretary would know. She didn’t 
know who was in the meeting. 

Mr. Dash. Right. 

Mr. Haldemax. I am sorry then you were going 

Mr. Dash. I was saying do you have a record of a meeting with Mr. 
Dean on the 23d and again on the 26th after the meeting with him on 
the 20th? 

Mr. Haldemax. Not in the log, no. The 23d ? 

Mr. Dash. Yes. 

Mr. Haldemax. It doesn’t show me I don’t believe. 

Mr. Dash. Do you have it in the summary that you have received 
from other sources? 

Mr. Haldemax. No; that doesn’t show a meeting with Dean, either. 
I think I talked with Dean on the phone that day, that morning. I 
don’t believe I met with him but I am not sure. 

Mr. Dash. You indicated in your earlier testimony that Mr. Dean 
did give you a report of what happened and told you at that time that 
he had told you earlier about telling you after one of the meetings. 

Could you place in any one of those meetings when he told you? 

Mr. Haldemax. No; I can’t. 

Mr. Dash. Would it be your recollection that it would be during 
that week when you got back ? 

Mr. Haldemax. Not necessarily, no. As I say, the only meeting that 
I see with Dean during that week was the meeting in Mr. Ehrlichman’s 
office on the 20th apparently. 

Mr. Dash. Did the President either communicate with you or did 
vou have a meeting with the President prior, shortly prior, to June 
23,1972? 

Mr. Haldemax. I am sure I did. Do you want me to check ? 

Mr. Dash. You met frequently with the President so you 

Mr. Haldemax. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Dash. So you are pretty sure you can find such a meeting? 

Do you recall prior to that meeting on June 23. the President having 
a discussion with vou concerning the investigation that would be on- 
going with regard to the Watergate break-in and a concern he had 
that such an investigation by the FBI might include the work of the 
special investigating unit in the White House and also the CIA? 


k 


( 241 ) 



19.5 JOHN EHRLICHMAN TESTIMONY 3 JULY 3Q> 19? o 3 7 SSC 2822 


2822 

Mr. Dash. Did he not at that time report to you that he had spoken 
to Mr. Liddy ? 

Mr. Ehrlichman. No, I don’t believe so. 

Mr. Dash. He made no report at that time to you as to any of the 
investigations he had made during the day of the 19th ? 

Mr. Ehrulchman. I have the impression that Mr. Dean hadn't been 
at work very long at that time, and that he was just getting started. 

All*. Dash. All right. 

Now, at 4 p.m., what was the purpose of the meeting with Mr. Dean, 
Air. Clawson, Air. Colson, and Air. Kehrli ? 

Air. Ehklichjsxan. The principal purpose, as I recall, was to be in 
a position to answer inquiries which, I guess, Air. Clawson was get- 
ting or the press people were getting, about Hunt’s White House 
status, of whether he was still an employee of the White House, if not 
when he had terminated and under what circumstances, and so forth. 

Mr. Dash. And isn’t that when Air. Kehrli was brought up to check 
the record ( Would Air. Kehrli have the record of that ? 

Mr. Ehrlichman. Air. Kehrli was the stall* secretary and would 
have to be involved in any discussion of that kind. There was another 
subject or two discussed at the time but as I recall, that was the pre- 
cipitating question. 

Air. Dash. Well, aside from Air. Hunt on the payroll, wasn’t the 
focus at that meeting on the question of Hunt himself? Hunt’s status 
at the White House and also the question that Air. Hunt had a safe 
in the White House and that the safe ought to be opened ? 

Wasn’t that part of the discussion ? 

Air. Ehrlichman. Yes, it was, as I previously testified. 

Mr. Dash. Yes. 

And actually that safe was opened at that time on the evening of 
the 19th? 

Mr. Ehrlichman. I don’t know. I think it must have been either 
that evening or the next morning. 

Mr, Dash. Now, what was the concern and who brought up the con- 
cern of what the contents of Air. Hunt’s safe would show ? 

Air. Ehrlichman. I don’t recall, Air, Dash. Somebody at the meet- 
ing. 

I think the way it came up was not so much a personal concern as 
it was an inquiry by the investigation — either the Aletropolitan Po- 
lice and/or the FBI, as to whether Hunt had any belongings in the 
White House. 

Mr. Dash. Now, on June 20, 1972, you met at 9 o’clock with Mr. 
Haldeman and Mr. Alitchell joined by Air. Dean at 9 :45, joined by 
Attorney General Kleindienst at 9:55, and then at 10:30 you had a 
meeting with the President. 

Was that also a followup to find out what was going on in terms 
of Watergate? 

Mr. Ehrlichman. I think this was the process of trying to get 
everybody together who might know anything, to try and get a pic- 
ture of what the investigation was going to be, whether there might 
be other people involved, just what the — to try and get the campaign 
director and the head of the Department of Justice and everybody 
together in one place to ask questions. 
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1.0 
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8:40 




The President had breakfast. 

9:00 




The President went to the Oval Office. 

9:01 

9:04 



The President met with his Deputy Assistant, Alexander P. 





Butterfield. 

10:20 




The President went to his office in the EOB. 

10:25 

11:20 



The President met with his Assistant, John D. ^rlichman. 

10:51 

10:54 

P 


The President talked with his Deputy Assistant, Edward L. 





Mo rgan . 

11:26 

12:45 



The President met with his Assistant, H. R. Haldeman. 

12:32 

12:33 

R 


The President talked with his daughter, Tricia. 

12:46 


P 


The President telephoned Senator Margaret Chase Smith 





(R-Maine). The call was not completed. 

12:53 

12:55 

P 


The President talked with Senator Smith. 

1:27 

2:10 



The President met with his Deputy Assistant, Ma j . Gen. 





Alexander M. Haig, Jr. 

1:30 

1:35 ‘ 

P 


The President talked with Senate Minority Leader Hugh Sco 





(R-Pennsylvania) . 

1:38 

1:39 


P 

The President talked long distance with Joseph Trerotola, 





Vice President cf the International Brotherhood of 
Teamsters, in New York City. 

1:45 

1:49 

P 


The President talked with his Counsel, Clark MacGregor. 

2:16 

2:17 

P 


The President talked with his Special Counsel, Charles tf. 





Colson. 

2:20 

3:30 



The President met with Mr. Colson. 

3:33 


P 


The President telephoned Staff Assistant Stephen B. Bull 





President talked with Beverly J. Kaye, Mr. Bull’s 
secretary. 

4:09 

4:14 

P 


The President talked with his Special Assistant, Patrick 





Buchanan . 

Kilt 

5 : 25 



The President met with Mr. Halderaan. 

ESI 




The President went Co the Barber Shop. 
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19. ? MEETINGS AND CONVERSATIONS BETWEEN THE PRESIDENT AND 
JLR. HALDEMAu, JUNE 20 , 1972 


MEETINGS AND TELEPHONE CONVERSATIONS BETWEEN 
THE PRESIDENT AND H. R. IIALDEMAN 


June 17, 1972 - June 3, 1973 


June 17, 1972 


AM 

10:58 

11:02 

President placed long distance call to 
Haldeman 

June 

PM 

18, 1972 
12:01 

12:19 

101542 

President placed a local call to Haldeman 

June 

19, 1972 



AM 

9:22 

9:26 

President placed local call to Haldeman 


9:59 

10:02 

President placed local call to Haldeman 


11:50 

1:0 5 PM President met with Haldeman 

PM 

7:26 

7:39 

Helicopter Manifest - Key Biscayne to Homestead . 


7:48 

9:47 

Spirit of '76' - Homestead AFB to Andrews 


8:52 

9:47 

President met with Haldeman in flight 

June 

20, 1972 



AM 

11:26 

12:45 

President met with Haldeman - EOB 

PM 

4:35 

5:25 

President met with Haldeman - EOB 


7:52 

7:59 

President placed local call to Haldeman 


8:42 

8:50 

President received local call from Haldeman 

June 

21, 1972 


- 

AM 

9:30 

10:38 

President nret with Haldeman - Oval Office 
Butterfield 10:12 - 10 :l6 

Colson 10:13 - 10:38 

PM 

1:24 

3:11 

President met with Haldeman - Oval Office 
Ziegler 2:12 - 3:11 

/ 

A a c.( 

, . UUn 

* X 

- y: < . 


■ihi 

r\ 

r 'd; A 


35-780 0 - 74 - 17 
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liil H.R. HALDEMAN NOTES . EXHIBIT 61, IN RE GRAND JURY. MISC. 47-73 


Indistinct document retyped by 
House Judiciary Committee staff 

6/20 

1130 EOB 

Around Aug 3-4= 

ck on a weekend at Walkers 

if good weather - to get sun etc . 

hold higher cd . to Fri. 

Gov SD expressed concern re his election 
P. wants ltr to him 

Whitaker-make-stmt-re-teurists 
Dear Gov 

Mrs N told me of yr very warm wclcom 
on what was undrstbly very sad day for 
people of SD - 

She tld me of concrn you expressed 
(re tourists) — 

Mrs N and I have alwy had spec plac 
in our hrts for SD bee. her parnts 
were marred al Leeds SD shortly 
before they ^ atcr movcd to Ely Ncv, her 
birthplace. 


2nd page 


be sure EOB office is thoroly ckd re bugs 
at all times - ctcl 

what is our counter-attack? 

PR offensive to top this -~- 
hit the opposition w/ their activities 
pt. out libertarians have created public [unreadable] 
do they justify this less than 

stealing Pentagon papers, Anderson file etc? 

we shld be on the attack - for diversion - 


- what is schcd on SFPx. SALT hearings? 

D go to Calif on Fri - w/ PN - 

Julie come out later 
PN not to the shower 


Indistinct document retyped by 
House Judiciary Committee staff 
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IN RE GRAND JURY, MISC. 47-75 
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19.9 J. FRED BUZHARDT TESTIMONY , JANUARY 18 y 1974 , IN RE GRAND JURY, 
MISC. 47-73, 2499-2500 


Indistinct document retyped by 
House Judiciary Committee staff 

noontime approximately. What actually happened 
both from the logs and from the tape the two of 
them did not meet 'together with the President. 

Mr. Ehrlichman met with him, the log shows at 
10:25 till 11:20. Then there was an interval 
when no one met with the President. Mr. Haldeman 
came in at 11:26 until 12:45 and you can hear 
between the conversations, you can hear — the 
first one is nothing wrong with Mr. Ehrlichman r s 
conversation. Then you can hear noises for 
three minutes and some seconds and then you can 
tell when Mr. Haldeman comes in. From the 
moment he enters — and we have been stop watch- 
ing these things — there is three minutes and 
40 seconds until this signal comes in, continuous 
for 18 minutes and 15 seconds according to my 
timing and then the conversation picks back up 
and continues. 

M The Court: What conversation continued 

after 18 minutes? 

"Mr. Buzhardt: Between the President and 

Mr. Haldeman. 

"The Court: It would indicate Mr. Haldeman 

was there talking to the President? 

"Mr. Buzhardt: Yes. 


Indistinct document retyped by 
House Judiciary Committee staff 
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19.9 J. FRED BUZHARDT TESTIMONY , JANUARY 18, 1974, IN RE GRAND JURY \ 
MISC. 47-7Z, 2499-2500 — 

Indistinct document retyped by 
House Judiciary Committee staff 

"The Court: Then there is a lapse? 

"Mr. Buzhardt: Yes. Then the circumstances 

is [sic] even a little worse than that. Your Honor. 

"The Court: I don T t know how it could get 

much worse. 

"Mr. Garment: Just wait. 

"Mr. Buzhardt: As you know. Your Honor, the 

notes were subpoenaed too. We found Mr. Haldeman’s 
notes of this meeting. They consist of two legal 
pads of paper. On the first page the notes start 
at the beginning and come to the end and they 
reflect directions or instructions of the President 
given during the part of the first three minutes 
and 40 seconds of that conversation. Lif [sic] the page 
and at the top of the page the first two-thirds 
of the page the notes reflect that the discussion 
was about Watergate. The first thing my recol- 
lection is something about making sure the EOB 
office was not bugged and went on from there. 

When you get past the Watergate type notes, or 
that could reasonably be concurrent, you know, on 
that subject, I think the first one after is about 

I a Senate Foreign Relations Committee hearing on 
SALT . I think that is where the tape picks up. 

"Mr. Ben-Veniste: May I ask a question? 


Indistinct document retyped by 
House Judiciary Committee staff 
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19, 10 ADVISORY PANEL REPORT RE THE WHITE HOUSE TAPES , JANUARY 16. 1974 


January 15, 1974 tSubpoem duces tStSfcm “f fTTCed to 

Richard, i-. iiixon for production of 

Report to Chief Judge John J. Sirica e .c.) 

h 1 L f o 

From the Advisory Panel on the White House Tapes 


JA h '!fiS 


Vty 


In response to your request we have made a comprehensive 
technical study of the White House tape of June 20, 1972, with 
special attention to a section of buzzing sounds that lasts 
approximately 18.5 minutes. Paragraphs that follow summarize 
our findings and indicate the kinds of tests and evidence on 
which we base the findings. 

Magnetic signatures that we have measured directly on 
the tape show that the buzzing sounds were put on the tape in 
the process of erasing and re-recording at least five, and 
perhaps as many as nine, separate and contiguous segments. 

Hand operation of keyboard controls on the Uher 5000 recorder, 
was involved in starting and again in stopping the recording 
of each segment. The magnetic signatures observed on the 
tape show conclusively that the 18.5-minute section could not 
have been produced by any single, continuous operation. 

Further, whether the footpedal xvas used or not, the recording 
controls must have been operated by hand in the making of 


each segment, 
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The erasing and recording operations that produced the 
buzzing section were done directly on the tape we received 
for study. We have found that this tape is 1814.5 feet long, 
which lies within a normal range for tapes sold as 1800 feet 
in length. We have examined the entire tape for physical 
splices and have found none. Other tests that we have made 
thus’ far are consistent with the assumption that the tape is 
an original and not a re-recording. 

A Uher 5000 recorder, almost surely the one designated 
as Government Exhibit. #60, was used in producing the 18.5- 
minute section. Support for this conclusion includes recorder 
operating characteristics that we measured and found to cor- 
respond to signal characteristics observed on the evidence 
tape . 

The buzzing sounds themselves originated in noise picked 
up from the electrical power line to which the recorder was 
connected. Measurements of the frequency spectrum of the 
buzz showed that it is made up of a 60 cycles per second 
fundamental tone, plus a large number of harmonic tones at 
multiples of 60. Especially strong are the third harmonic 
at 180 and the fifth harmonic at 300 cycles per second. As 
many as forty harmonics are present in the buzz and create 
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19.10 ADVISORY PANEL REPO } iT RE TEE WHITE BOUSE TAPES, JANUARY 16. 1974 


its "raucous" quality. Variations in the strength of the 
buzz, which during most of the 18.5-minute section is either 
"loud" or "soft," probably arose from several causes including 
variations in the noise on the power line, erratic functioning 
of the recorder, and changes in the position of the operator’s 
hand while running the recorder. The variations do not appear 
to be caused by normal machine operations. 

Can speech sounds be detected under the buzzing? We 
think so. At three locations in the 18.5-minute section, we 
have observed a fragment of speech-like sound lasting less 
than one second. Each of the fragments lies exactly at a place 
on the tape that xv’as missed by the erase head during the 
series of operations in which the several segments of erasure 
and buzz were put on the tape. Further, the frequency spectra 
of the sounds in these fragments bear a reasonable resemblance 
to the spectra of speech sounds. 

Can the speech be recovered? We think not. We know of 
no technique that could recover intelligible speech from the 
buzz section. Even the fragments that we have observed are 
so heavily obscured that we cannot tell what was said. 

The attached diagram illustrates the sequence of sound 
events in the 18.5-minute section. Also illustrated is a 


( 253 ) 




19,10 ADVISORY PANEL REPORT RE THE WHITE HOUSE TAPES, JANUARY 26 . 1974 


sequence of Uher operations "erase-record on” and "erase- 
record off" that are consistent with signatures that we 
measured on the evidence tape. The five segments that can 
be identified unequivocally are labeled "1" through "5." 

In addition, the diagram shows four segments of uncertain 
end ing . 

In developing the technical evidence on which we have 
based the findings reported here, we have used laboratory 
facilities, measuring instruments, and techniques of several 
kinds, including: digital computers located in three dif- 

ferent laboratories, specialized instruments for measuring 
frequency spectra and waveforms, techniques for "developing" 
magnetic marks that can be seen and measured directly on 
the tape, techniques for measuring the performance character 
istics of recorders and voice-operated switches, and sta- 
tistical methods for analyzing experimental results. 
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In summary we have reached complete agreement on the 
following conclusions: 

1_. The erasing and recording operations that produced 
the buzz section were done directly on the evidence tape. 

2^. The Uher 5000 recorder designated Government 
Exhibit #60 probably produced the entire buzz section. 

3^. The erasures and buzz recordings were done in at 
least five, and perhaps as many as nine, separate and con- 
tiguous segments. 

Erasure and recording of each segment required 
hand operation of keyboard controls on the Uher 5000 machine. 

.5. Erased portions of the tape probably contained 
speech originally. 

6^. Recovery of the speech is not possible by any 
method known to us. 

7_. The evidence tape, in so far as we have determined, 
is an original and not a copy. 

Respectfully submitted , 

Richard H. Bolt 
Franklin S. Cooper 
James L. Flanagan 
John G. (Jay) McKnight 
Thomas G. St ockham, Jr. 

Mark R. Weiss 


( 255 ) 


19.10 ADVISORY PANEL REPORT RE THE WHITE HOUSE TAPES, JANUARY lb 3 1974 


SYMBOLS: 
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ON 
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OFF- 
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ON AND OFF 

SHORT SEGMENT 
OF SPEECH-LIKE 
SOUND UNDER 
BUZZ 

— START/STOP CLICK 
WITHIN BUZZ 

* ERASE -HEAD-OFF 
SIGNATURE OF 
UHER 5000 


{*) ERASE -HEAD- OFF 
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n SEGMENT WITH 
UNCERTAIN ENDING 

1 I 
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19.11 ANALYSIS OF SUBPOENAED MATERIALS, NOVEMBER 26, 1973, IN RE GRAND JURY, 

MISC. 47-73, 1 % 9 

r 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

IN RE GRAND JURY SUBPOENA DUCES TECUM ) 

ISSUED TO RICHARD M. NIXON, OR ANY ) 

SUBORDINATE OFFICER, OFFICIAL OR ) Misc. No. 47-73 

EMPLOYEE WITH CUSTODY OR CONTROL OF ) 

CERTAIN DOCUMENTS OR OBJECTS ) 

□ ANALYSIS, INDEX AND PARTICULARIZED CLAIMS OF 
EXECUTIVE PRIVILEGE FOR SUBPOENAED MATERIALS 

Pursuant to the special court procedures issued on 
October 30, 1973, the President of the United States through his 
counsel submits herewith an analysis and an index of the subpoenaed 
materials , and particularized claims of executive privilege where 
applicable . 

All materials subpoenaed are primarily identified in the 
subpoena as related to one of a series of specified conversations, 
one of which was a telephone conversation and the remainder of which 
were conducted in personal meetings. For each conversation, the 
subpoena demands production of "1. All tapes and other electronic 
and/or mechanical recordings or reproductions, and any memoranda, 
papers, transcripts or other writings, relating to" the specified 
conversation. 

This submission treats each conversation covered by the 
subpoena separately , in the order of the subparagraphs of Paragraph 1 
of the subpoena. (The materials covered by Paragraphs 2 and 3 of the 
subpoena were voluntarily provided by the President to the Special 
Prosecutor for the Grand Jury's use when the subpoena was issued.) 

PART I 

Item 1(a) of the subpoena relates to "Meeting of June 20, 1972, 
in the President 1 s Executive Office Building ("EOB" ) office involving 
Richard Nixon.. John Ehrlichman and H. R. Haldeman from 10:30 a.m. to 
noon (time approximate)." 
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(d) Particularized Claim of Executive Privilege 

The conversation on the tape recording of the 
meeting between H. R. Ilaldeman and the President consists 
of advice to the President by a senior advisor :on official 
decisions then pending before the President. None of the 
conversation recorded relates to Watergate . 

The President believes that the conversation is 
subject in its entirety to a claim of Executive Privilege 
in order to protect the confidentiality of advice given to 
the President. There is nothing in this conversation "con- 
cerning possible criminal conduct or discussions of possible 
criminal conduct" as to testimony concerning which the 
President announced he would not invoke Executive Privilege 
on May 22, 1973. 

This particularized claim of Executive Privilege 
should be sustained as to Item I.B.I., and this tape re- 
cording should not be submitted by the Court to the Grand 
Jury . 

(2) Memorandum (Notes of H. R. Haldeman) 

A file search has disclosed handwritten notes of 
H. R. Haldeman, which from the identifying markings and the 
content indicate the notes were made by H . R. Haldeman during 
the meeting with the President on June 20, 1972, between 
11:26 a.m. and 12:45 p.m. The notes are on two pages of paper 
from a yellow legal pad. These notes are being submitted as 
Item I. B. 2. covered by the subpoena. 

( a) Analysis 

The notes to be submitted to the Court as Item 
I.B.2. reflect that the President gave instructions to 
Mr. Haldeman to take certain actions of a public rela- 
tions character which related to the Watergate incident. 

(b) Index 

None necessary. 
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Indistinct document retyped by 
House Judiciary Committee staff 

request re the meeting on June 20th. It said Erlichman [sic] /Haldeman 
meeting. What he wants is the segment on June 20th from 10:25 
to 11:20 with John Erlichman [sic] alone. A1 Haig.” 

By Mrs. Volner: 

Q. Now, you then listened to the Erlichman [sic] portion of the 
tape and you first heard the Haldeman portion on October 1st 
at the White House? 

A. That is right. That was when I was ending the 
Erlichman [sic] one. 

Q. I am sorry? 

A. That was when I was ending the Erlichman [sic] one and 
wanting to be sure that I had. 

Q. And you said you listened to just a few minutes of 
Haldeman? 

A. That is right. 

Q. At what point did you stop listening to Haldeman? 

A. Well, I started to stop listening to Haldeman when 
they started talking about scheduling matters, about going to 
a state where Pat Nixon T s mother and father had lived, were 
married before they moved to Ely, Nevada, where she was born. 

And there was something about tourism. I don't know whether 
some Governor had called and asked. I don't remember. And 
that is the last I heard on that tape. And that is the time 
that through some error on my part some way in turning around 
to reach one of my phones, which buzzes and buzzes and buzzes, 


Indistinct document retyped by 
House Judiciary Committee staff 
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Indistinct document retyped by 
House Judiciary Committee staff 

I pushed the record button down. Now, whether I held my foot 
on the pedal or whether the button stuck down I couldn’t tell 
you. I thought it was something like 4- - 1/2 to 5 minutes and 
I so told the President as soon as I could go in to see him. 

Q You told the President exactly what? 

A That I was afraid that I had caused a gap in the 
Haldeman tape and he said, there is no problem because that 
is not a subpoenaed tape. 

Q You told him that on October 1st? 

A That is right. 

Q And did you have any other conversation with the 
President on October 1st? 

A I haven’t the slightest idea. 

Q Did you listen to the portion that you had, as you 
testified, perhaps erased? 

A No, The last word I heard on the Haldeman was Ely, 

Nevada, or Ely, and the next thing when I pushed the button 

L back I got as far as Ely again and that is when there is this 
shrill noise. 

Q And what follows the shrill noise? 

A What follows the shrill noise is again something — 

This is what I listened to on Saturday or Friday, whichever day. 

What follows is something about Democratic Convention or seating 
of delegates or — I didn’t try to take it down at all. 

Q Was there anything concerning the — 

Indistinct document retyped by 
House Judiciary Committee staff 
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20. On June 20, 1972 Gordon Strachan met with H. R. Haldetnan and 
showed him a copy of a Political Matters Memorandum Strachan had sent 
to Haldeman prior to April 4, 1972 concerning approval of a "sophisti- 
cated intelligence system with a budget of $300,000." Haldeman 
acknowledged to Strachan that he had read the political intelligence 
item in the memorandum. Strachan also showed Haldeman political 
intelligence reports referring to "Sedan Chair II" which had been 
attached to the memorandum. Haldeman said he had not previously read 
the attachment, and proceeded to read it. According to Strachan, 
Haldeman directed him to destroy all of the documents. Haldeman has 
testified that he could not recall giving Strachan any such instruction. 


Page 

20.1 Gordon Strachan testimony, 6 SSC 2452-53, 


2457-58. 262 

20.2 H. R. Haldeman testimony, 8 SSC 3096-97 266 


35-780 0 - 74 - 18 
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GORDON STRACHAN TESTIMONY, JULY 23, 1973. 6 SSC 2432-53, 2457-58 
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2452 

that would strike me as far more sensitive a matter to send through the 
normal messenger channels than some file which other witnesses have 
indicated was not patently illegal on its face. 

Mr. Dash. In other words, what you are saying is that you never 
did see the Gemstone file, Mr. Magruder never invited you over to see 
it, and that prior to March 30, you had no knowledge of any so-called 
Liddy intelligence plan? 

Mr. Strachan. That is correct. 

Mr. Dash. Now, did that change, at least after March 30 ? 

If it did, could you tell us how it changed ? 

Mr. Strachan. Yes; I was aware that Mr. Magruder would be going 
down to Key Biscayne to review several campaign decisions that had 
accumulated during John MitchelPs working on the ITT problem. 
He called me up in an apparently fairly brief telephone conversation 
and reviewed the 30 or so pending campaign decisions. I took notes on 
that telephone conversation and prepared shortly thereafter a political 
matters memorandum for Mr. Haldeman, summarizing that telephone 
conversation as well as other information. 

Mr. Dash. And what did that include? I mean did it include a Liddy 
intelligence plan ? 

Mr. Strachan. Yes; Mr. Magruder told me that a sophisticated 
political intelligence gathering system had been approved and I re- 
ported that to Mr. Haldeman. 

Mr. Dash. Were you aware that that was one of the items for deci- 
sion that went down to Key Biscayne with Mr. Magruder? 

Mr. Strachan. No ; I was not. 

Mr. Dash. So that it was after he came back that he reported that to 
you? 

Mr. Strachan. That is correct. 

Mr. Dash. Can you recall approximately when he made that report 
to you ? 

Mr. Strachan. Well, it was shortly thereafter, I would guess either 
Friday, March 31, maybe Saturday. My secretary recalls having typed 
the memorandum on Friday. 

Mr. Dash. And it is clear in your mind that Mr. Magruder reported 
that Mr. Mitchell had in fact approved a sophisticated intelligence 
plan? 

Mr. Strachan. Well, I concluded that Mr. Mitchell had approved it. 
I believe that when Mr. Magruder was going through the decisions 
and the way I would usually report it to Mr. Haldeman would be that 
Mr. Magruder reports that Mr. Mitchell has approved the following 
matters, and I would put a colon, and then I would list the items. 

Mr. Dash. But did you do it with regard to this plan ? 

Mr. Strachan. Yes; that was one of the 30 items that was listed. 
Mr. Dash. I think in your statement you referred to a sophisticated 
intelligence system with a budget of 300. Three hundred what ? 

Mr. Strachan. Well, it is $300,000. On almost all of the memoran- 
dums that I wrote to Mr. Haldeman, I would leave off the last three 
zeroes, because usually the figures that we were dealing with were very, 
very large. 

Mr. Dash. Now, you say that you then prepared a political matters 
memorandum for Mr. Haldeman, and you included this approved 
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sophisticated intelligence plan, that $300,000 budget, in that political 
matters memorandum. 

Do you recall the number of that memorandum ? 

Mr. Strachax. Yes; it was political matters memorandum No. 8. 

Mr. Dash. And how many political matters memorandums did you 
write after that, if you can recall approximately? 

Mr. Strachan. Well, through the campaign and toward the end 
of the campaign, they got a little further apart, but I wrote 28. 

Mr. Dash. Did you receive any information or indication that Mr. 
Haldeman, in fact, read the political matters memorandum No. 18 
with specific reference to the sophisticated intelligence plan with a 
budget of $300,000? 

Mr. Strachax. Yes; it was Mr. Haldeman’s practice when he would 
read such a memorandum to make notes and check off those para- 
graphs which he had indicated and then he would write it up in the 
upper right-hand corner “To Strachan, ” in this case indicating the 
memorandum should be returned directly to me, and I would go 
through his memorandums after he had read them, and this partic- 
ular one I reread, and noted his checking off of all the paragraphs 
that I had prepared for him. 

Mr. Dash. Was there any other comment besides that particular 
one? 



Mr. Strachax. Besides the paragraph that you are concerned about 
there was simply a blank check. 

Mr. Dash. Now, did there come a time shortly afterwards when you 
were asked to do anything about that particular matter? 

Mr. Strachax. I am sorry. 

Mr. Dash. Did there come a time shortly afterward when you were 
asked to write either any other paper or memorandum or take any 
further action with regard to that particular matter? 

Mr. Strachax. I am sorry, I do not understand the 

Mr. Dash. Well, you testified that you submitted to Mr. Haldeman 
a report on your political matters memorandum concerning this so- 
phisticated intelligence plan, and then that this was checked off, indi- 
cating to you that he had read it. What happened afterward concern- 
ing that particular matter? Did that just stay in your file or did Mr. 
Haldeman take any further action on it to your knowledge ? 

Mr. Strachax. Well, after the memorandum came back out Mr. 
Haldeman was going to meet with Mr. Mitchell on April 4. 

Mr. Dash. How did you learn about that? 

Mr. Strachax. Mr. Haldeman had a system on his telephones 
where he could push a button and have one of his personal aides moni- 
tor the telephone conversation. 

Mr. Dash. Would this be similar to an extension phone where some- 
body would be asked to get on an extension phone and just listen in? 

Sir. Strachax. Well, it would be different from an extension phone 
because you could not detect the fact that it was picked up, and there 
was no way that the person listening on the phone could make any 
noise either by talking or by a secretary typing to indicate that there 
was someone else on the phone. 

Mr. Dash. How were you notified or how was it indicated to you 
that you were to pick up the line ? 
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Mr. Strachah. No, I did not. 

Mr. Dash. Did you later learn from Mr. Magruder anything about 
this event? 

Mr. Strachast. Well, I called him that afternoon and then tried to 
call him again that evening, and did not reach him. Placed a third call 
on Sunday about noon, Washington time, and asked him if he knew 
anything about this since I had rather expected a phone call from Mr. 
Haldeman, and he said “Don’t worry about it, I have been on the phone 
this morning with Bob, and you needn’t know anything about it.” 

Mr. Dash. All right. What did you do after that ? 

Mr. Stracha^. 1 called Mr. Higby, because I didn’t really believe 
that Magruder had talked to Mr. Haldeman, Haldeman was down in 
Key Biscavne. Mr. Higby told me yes, in fact Magruder had talked 
with Mr. ilaldeman and Mr. Ehrlichman was handling the entire 
matter. 

Mr. Dash. All right. Now, at that point were you concerned about 
any particular thing ? 

Mr. Strachax. Pardon ? 

Mr. Dash. At that point having learned that Mr. Haldeman now 
had spoken to Mr. Magruder and was informed, did a concern come 
into your mind ? 

Mr. Strachak*. Yes, I expected over the entire weekend Mr. Halde- 
man to call me and ask me what I knew, if I knew anything why I had 
not reported it to him, the usual very tough questions he would ask. 

Mr. Dash. Did you begin at that time to suspect any problem that 
Mr. Haldeman may have with regard to this ? 

Mr. Strachah. Well, you have to draw one of three conclusions: 
Either he knew about it ahead of time; either he didn’t except me 
to report to him, or he had received a report and had calmed down. 

Mr. Dash. Did you arrive at any one conclusion ? 

Mr- Strachax. It was either one of the latter two, either he knew 
or he didn’t expect me to report to him. 

Mr. Dash. What did you do after you learned that he had heard 
about it, what did you do yourself? 

Mr. Strachah. I didn’t do anything. The White House logs indicate 
that I was in the White House for a minute Sunday, I don’t know 
what that was for. 

__The next day, Monday 

Mr. Dash. Monday was June 19, 1972 ? 

Mr. Strachah. That is correct. 

Mr. Dash. All right. 

Mr. Strachan. I began going through my files, Mr. Haldeman’s 
files, to see if there were any indications of any information that would 
be in any way related to this act. 

Mr. Dash. Well, did you come to any conclusion as to whether there 
was anything in the files that would be m any way related ? 

Mr. Strachax. Yes. I pulled out several documents, most partic- 
ularly the political matters memorandum No. 18. 

Mr. Dash. And that was the one that referred to the sophisticated 
intelligence plan ? 

Mr. Strachax. That is correct. 
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Mr. Dash. Did you also pull out that memorandum or these little 
notes that you had taken concerning the communication that you had 
from Mr. Haldeman to contact Mr. Liddy about his capabilities being 
switched from Muskie to McGovern ? 

Mr. Strachan. Well, I pulled that document out but I did not take 
that up to Mr, Haldeman. 

Mr. Dash. All right. 

Now, what did you believe at that time when you took the docu- 
ment out ? 

Did you believe that a break-in at the Democratic National Commit- 
tee headquarters was in fact related to this plan? 

Mr. Strachan. I didn’t know for sure, but I had pretty strong 
suspicions. 

Mr. Dash Did you meet with Mr. Haldeman shortly after you pulled 
that file out ? 

Mr. Strachan. Yes, I did. 

Mr. Dash. Could you tell us when ? 

Mr. Strachan. I believe it was the morning of June 20. He had 
returned from Florida, I had given a note to Mr. Higby that I thought 
I should see Mr. Haldeman. Mr. Haldeman summoned me to his office, 
and I walked in with the political matters memorandum. 

Mr. Dash. I think you had indicated that you were somewhat con- 
cerned about Mr. Haldeman’s reaction to you about not being informed. 
Were you still concerned when you met with Mr. Haldeman on June 
20 ? 

Mr Strachan. Yes, I was scared to death. I thought I would be 
fired at that point for not having figured that out. 

Mr. Dash. Were you fired or did he berate you ? 

Mr, Strachan. No, he did not berate me. He said almost jokingly, 
“Well, what do we know about the events over the weekend?” And I 
was quite nervous and retreated to sort of legal protective terms and 
I said, “Well, sir, this is what can be imputed to you through me, your 
agent,” and opened the political matters memorandum to the para- 
graph on intelligence, showed it to him. He acknowledged his check 
and that he had read that, and said that he had not read the tab, which 
had been attached, turned, began reading it, said, maybe I should 
have been reading these, these are quite interesting, and read the tab. 
Mr. Dash. What tab was that ? 

Mr. Strachan. That was Sedan Chair n. 

Mr. Dash. Then what, if anything, did you tell him or did he tell you 
after he had gone through this memorandum again ? 

Mr. Strachan. He told me, “Well, make sure our files are clean.” 
Mr. Dash. What did that mean to you ? 

Mr, Strachan. Well, I went down and shredded that document and 
others related. 

Mr. Dash. Now, did you do that on your own initiative as such, or 
did you feel that you were making sure that you were following Mr. 
Haldeman’s instruction that you should make sure the files are clean ? 
Mr. Strachan. No, I believed I was following his orders. 

Mr. Dash. And you shredded all of No. 18, the political matters 
memorandum No. 18 ? 

Mj^Strachan. That is correct. 

Dash. What about the memorandum that you had made on the 
communication with regard to Mr. Liddy ? 
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Mr. Hardeman. March 21- 

Senator Talmadge. Yes* 

Mr. Haldeman. I don’t believe that Mr. Dean implicated me on 
March 21 except to say that there was a potential problem that could 
develop in connection with the transference of the $350,000. 

Senator Talmadge. Did he question you about it extensively? The 
President? 

Mr. Haldeman. The President? He asked me about the matter of 
the $350,000; yes, sir. 

Senator Talmadge. Mr. Ehrlichman testified that Mr. Petersen had 
pressed the President to fire you on April 15 because of the impli- 
cations of the matter. Mr. Ehrlichman said that he voluntarily resigned 
under no pressure from the President. How about you ? Did the Presi- 
dent ask you to resign? 

Mr. Haldi tman. No, sir. The President and I discussed, as I testified 
this morning to the — to this committee, that at that time it became 
apparent tome, and I am sure it was apparent to the President, that I 
was not in a position to carry out my duties effectively and properly, 
and the question was discussed in terms — during the period of the last 
couple of weeks of April — in terms of a leave of absence or a resig- 
nation and ultimately decided on my part that a resignation was the 
proper course. The President agreed with that. 

Senator Talmadge. Now, you have been implicated by both Mr. 
Dean and the Assistant Attorney General, Mr. Petersen, and you were 
not asked to resign. That is your testimony, is it? 

Mr. Haldeman. I don’t believe that I had been implicated, Senator. 

Senator Talmadge. I am talking about what others have said. 

Mr. Haldeman. Yes, sir, but I mean 

Senator Talmadge. Dean so testified, I understand the Assistant 
Attorney General had urged the President to fire you on April 15. 
Do you know anything about that? 

Mr. Haldeman. Well, you are basing that, as I understand it now, 
on Mr. Ehrlichman’s testimony. My recollection is slightly different 
but 

Senator Talmadge. You disagree with Mr. Ehrlichman at this point, 

Mr. Haldeman. No, sir. I would like to explain my point. My recol- 
lection is slightly different and perhaps not substantially different in 
that it was my understanding that Mr. Petersen’s recommendation was 
that the President place us on leaves of absence because the testimony, 
the information that he had, concerned or contained matters that would 
be embarrassing to us in terms of our continuing in our position. He 
specifically, as I understand it, informed the President that he did not 
have anything that legally implicated us on that basis and the Presi- 
dent, it is my understanding, asked him — said that he would not take 
action to place us on leaves of absence in the absence of specific charges 
or information that did implicate us which Mr. Petersen, as I under- 
hand it, never produced. 

Senator Talmadge. Thank you, Mr. Haldeman. My time has expired 
and I must go to the floor to cast a vote also. 

Senator Gurney. 

Senator Gukney. Thank you. 

Mr. Haldeman, your statement was very full and comprehensive and 
so were the questions by counsel today. 
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I have more — mostly bits and pieces of information I would like to 
ask you about to sort of fill in. 

On this business with Mr. Strachan, cleaning up the files, and his 
later shredding, I think he testified, as I recall, that later on during 
an airplane trip on Air Force One he brought up this question with 
you. Do you recall that? 

Mr. Haldeman. No, sir. As I said, I don’t recall a report from him. 
I don’t recall requesting him to do — to clean up the files nor do I recall 

report that he had done so. 

Senator Gurnet. Did you ever discuss with Mr. Mitchell anything 
about the break-in or the coverup of Watergate? And now I am— of 
course, I know you did late this year, in March, but I am talking about 
earlier, after the break-in, or during 1972 ? 

Mr. Haldeman. After the break-in I am sure there were discus- 
sions — there were discussions regarding the break-in and the ongoing 
developments in the Watergate case and I am certain that Mr. Mitchell 
was in some of those discussions. So the answer regarding the break-in 
would be yes. 

Senator Gurnet. I should have phrased my question a little better. 
Did you ever discuss any matters with him that indicated to you that 
there was a coverup, is what I really intended to ask. 

Mr. Haldeman. No, sir ; I attempted in my statement to try to draw 
a distinction between what now is termed coverup, which I feel is a 
loose term, that is not maybe defined in each person’s mind the same as 
in each other person’s, and it has so generally come to mean the illegal 
acts that have been made forth here, that when you say coverup, if by 
coverup you mean any of the illegal actions that were or have been 
alleged to have been taken, then my answer would be very clearly no. 

Senator Gurnet. I did intend that. I did intend to refine it to in- 
clude the illegal actions. 

Mr. Magruder worked for you as a staff man in the White House ; 
did he not? 

Mr. Haldeman. He did for a short period of time. He came in to the 
White House as a special assistant under my direct responsibility as a 
project man and continued in that role for approximately 4 months, 
I believe, at which time he moved over to Herb Klein’s office as Deputy 
Director of Communications, which was a post he held for a year, over 
a year I believe, before he went to the reelection committee. 

Senator Gurnet. Were you at all close to him during this period 
of time in the White House? Were you close personal friends, see a 
lot of each other? 

Mr. Haldeman. No. He was a member of my staff. During the time 
he was a member of my staff and I saw him fairly frequently on a 
business basis but I had no social relationship with him. 

Senator Gurnet. Did he do any reporting to you when he was in his 
capacity of the Committee To Re-Elect the President as deputy cam- 
paign director? 

Mr. Haldeman. Some, yes ; but he primarily reported to Mr. Mitchell 
and I dealt primarily with Mr. Mitchell on matters relating to the 
reelection committee. 

Senator Gurnet. Again in any conversations that you had with Mr. 
Magruder in the year 1972, did you discuss any of the illegal aspects 
of the coverup of Watergate? 
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21. Following his meeting with H.R. Haldeman, Gordon Strachan 
shredded the Political Matters Memorandum regarding a sophisticated 
intelligence gathering system that he had shown Haldeman. Strachan 
also shredded other related documents, including a memorandum re- 
garding Gordon Liddy, an April 4, 1972 talking paper prepared by 
Strachan for a meeting between Haldeman and John Mitchell, a memo- 
randum from Jeb Magruder to Mitchell regarding Donald Segretti, and 
Segretti's telephone number. After Strachan destroyed these docu- 
ments, he told John Dean what documents he had destroyed. On July 
1, 1972 Strachan, Haldeman and Lawrence Higby were part of a Presi- 
dential party aboard Air Force One. Strachan has testified that during 
the flight he reported to Haldeman that the job had been accomplished, 
and Haldeman told him to reduce the number of copies made of future 
Political Matters Memoranda from three to two. Haldeman has testified 
that he does not recall receiving such a report. 
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that Mr. Mitchell and Mr. Dean were shocked by Liddy’s plan; Mr. 
Magruder’s staff man, Gordon Liddy, was apparently quite humil- 
iated, and nothing was approved. In other words, if those meetings 
were routinely reported to Mr. Haldeman, as evidence of Mr. Ma- 
gruder’s administrative ability and judgment, the January and Feb- 
ruary meetings would not very likely inspire the confidence of Mr. 
Haldeman or the President. 

Yet, Mr. Magruder testified that “as he recalled” he returned to 
his office after both these embarrassing meetings and routinely called 
Mr. Haldeman’s staff assistant, me, and told me about his blunder, 
presumably so that I could inform Mr. Haldeman. That testimony is 
difficult to reconcile with good sense. Presumably, Mr. Magruder knew 
that Mr. Dean would report on the meetings to Mr. Haldeman — as 
Mr. Dean has testified he did — why would Mr. Magruder want two 
people reporting the same disaster to Mr. Haldeman? 

It is true, however, that Mr. Magruder called me after he returned 
from the March 30, 1972, meeting at Key Biscayne with Mr. Mitchell 
and Mr. LaKue and reported on about 30 major campaign decisions. 
Each of these decisions was briefly described in that rather short 
phone conversation. During this call, he told me, and I am repeating his 
words rather precisely: “A sophisticated political intelligence-gather- 
ing system has been approved with a budget of 300.” Unfortunately 
he neither gave me, nor did I ask for any further details about the 
subject. 

Soon thereafter I wrote one of my regular “political matters” 
memos for Mr. Haldeman. This particular memo for early April was 
8 to 10 pages long with more than a dozen tabs or attachments, but it 
contained only one three-line paragraph on political intelligence. That 
paragraph read almost verbatim as Mr. Magruder had indicated to 
me over the phone. I wrote in the memo to Mr. Haldeman — Again this 
is almost a quote : 

Magruder reports that 1701 now has a sophisticated political intelligenee- 
gatfeering system with a budget of 300. A sample of the type of information they 
are developing is attached at tab “H.” 

At tab “H”, I enclosed a political intelligence report which had been 
sent to me from the committee. It cvas entitled Sedan Chair II. This 
report and two others somewhat like it that I had received began with 
a statement such as, “A confidential source reveals” or “a reliable 
source confidentially reports.” This was followed by a summary of 
some political information. 

In April 1972, I was mainly interested in reporting to Mr. Halde- 
man on those 30 campaign decisions and other relevant political items. 
I did not give much thought to what Mr. Magruder meant by "‘sophisti- 
cated political intelligence-gathering svstem.” Nor did I give much 
thought to the real identity of Sedan Chair II, but I remember that 
the information dealt with Senator Humphrey’s Pennsylvania 
organ ization. 

owever, on June 17, 1972, and afterward, as the news began unfold- 
ing about the break-in at the Democratic National Committee, I cer- 
tainly began to wonder who else but people from 1701 could have been 
involved" I suspected that maybe the Watergate break-in was part of 
the sophisticated political intelligence operation Mr. Magruder had 
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Mr. Dash. Did you also pull out that memorandum or these little 
notes that you had taken concerning the communication that you had 
from Mr Haldeman to contact Mr. Liddy about his capabilities being 
switched from Muskie to McGovern ? 

Mr. Strachaist. Well, I pulled that document out but I did not take 
that up to Mr. Haldeman. 

Mr. Dash. All right. 

Now, what did you believe at that time when you took the docu- 
ment out ? 

Did you believe that a break-in at the Democratic National Commit- 
tee headquarters was in fact related to this plan ? 

Mr. Strachan. I didn’t know for sure, but I had pretty strong 
suspicions. 

Mr. Dash. Did you meet with Mr. Haldeman shortly after you pulled 
that file out ? 

Mr. Strachan. Yes, I did. 

Mr. Dash. Could you tell us when ? 

Mr. Strachan. I believe it was the morning of June 20. He had 
returned from Florida, I had given a note to Mr. Higby that I thought 
I should see Mr. Haldeman. Mr. Haldeman summoned me to his office, 
and I walked in with the political matters memorandum. 

Mr. Dash. I think you had indicated that you were somewhat con- 
cerned about Mr. Haldeman’s reaction to you about not being informed. 

Were you still concerned when you met with Mr. Haldeman on June 
20 ? 

Mr. Strachan. Yes, I was scared to death. I thought I would be 
fired at that point for not having figured that out. 

Mr. Dash. Were you fired or did he berate you ? 

Mr. Strachan. No, he did not berate me. He said almost jokingly, 

“Well, what do we know about the events over the weekend?” And I 
was quite nervous and retreated to sort of legal protective terms and 
I said, “Well, sir, this is what can be imputed to you through me, your 
agent,” and opened the political matters memorandum to the para- 
graph on intelligence, showed it to him. He acknowledged his check 
and that he had read that, and said that he had not read the tab, which 
had been attached, turned, began reading it, said, maybe I should 
have been reading these, these are quite interesting, and read the tab. 

Mr. Dash. What tab was that ? 

r Mr. Strackan. That was Sedan Chair II. 

Mr, Dash. Then what, if anything, did you tell him or did he tell you 
after he had gone through this memorandum again ? 

Mr. Strachan. He told me, “Well, make sure our files are clean.” 

Mr. Dash. What did that mean to you ? 

Mr. Strachan. Well, I went down and shredded that document and 
others related. 

Mr. Dash. Now, did you do that on your own initiative as such, or 
did you feel that you were making sure that you were following Mr. 
Haldeman’s instruction that you should make sure the files are clean ? 

Mr. Strachan. No, I believed I was following his orders. 

Mr. Dash. And you shredded all of No. 18, the political matters 
memorandum No. 18? 

Mr. Strachan. That is correct. 

Mr. Dash. What about the memorandum that you had made on the 
communication with regard to Mr. Liddy ? 
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Mr. Strachax. Yes, I shredded that also. 

Mr. Dash. Were -there any other documents that you shredded ? 

Mr. Strachax. Yes, I did go through and make sure our files were 
clean. I shredded the talking paper between Mr. Haldeman and Mr. 

Mitchell on April 4> I shredded a reference to Mr. Segretti, I shredded 
Mr. Segretti’s telephone number. 

Mr. Dash. What reference was that to Mr. Segretti ? 

Mr. Strachax. Well, there had been a dispute between whether or 
not Mr. Segretti should continue out in the field functioning some- 
what independent. Mr. Magruder wrote a memorandum to Mr. 

Mitchell entitled “Matter of Potential Embarrassment” in which he 
described this individual in the field and how that individual should 
be under the direction of Mr. Liddy. Mr. Mitchell had a copy of that 
and Mr. Haldeman had a copy of that. And Mr. Haldeman had told 
me to call up Mr. Segretti and to tell him to expect a call and his di- 
rections from Mr. Liddy. I shredded that memorandum also. 

Mr. Dash. Were there any other documents that you shredded? 

Mr. Strachax. Well, we gave the committee a list. 

Mr. Dash. You may have stated, but did that include the talking 
paper that you had prepared for Mr. Haldeman for his meeting with 
Mr. Mitchell on April 4 ? 

Mr. Strachax. Yes, I think I said that that was one of the items. 

Mr. Dash. Now, after you shredded these papers on the 20th of 
June 1972, did you inform anybody that you had done this? 

Mr. Strachax. Yes, I went over to John Dean’s office and gave him 
a list orally of the documents that I had shredded and told him that 
those had been Mr. Haldeman’s instructions. 

Mr. Dash. Why did you inform John Dean? 

Mr. Strachax. Well, John Dean was, as you know, the counsel to 
the President and the man who would presumably be handling this 
problem. 

Mr. Dash. Did you inform anybody else ? 

Mr. Strachax. No. 

Mr. Dash. Now, have you since had an opportunity to go through 
the White House records to look at the various memorandums that 
you have prepared in the past? 

Mr. Strachax. Yes, I have gone back into an Executive Office Build- 
ing office, room 522, to go through the files. 

Mr. Dash. And did these files still have the political matters memo- 
randum that you had prepared for Mr. Haldeman? 

Mr. Strachax. Well, they contained all political matters memo- 
randums except No. 18. 

Mr. Dash. 18 was missing? 

Mr. Strachax. That is right. 

Mr. Dash. So you reaffirmed the fact that you had destroyed 18? 

Mr. Strachax. Well, I did not forget that. 

Mr. Dash. No. It had not been replaced, anyway ? 

Mr. Strachax. No. 

Mr. Dash. Now, later, did you ever inform Mr. Haldeman that you 
wanted to make sure that the files were clean or that you had destroyed, 
in fact, the particular files that you were worried about? 

Mr. Strachax. Yes. On July 1, I was invited to go out with the 
President ial party on Air Force One. There were goingto be a series of 
discussions out there with Mr. MacGregor and Mr. Malek regarding 
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the campaign. I had done a political matters memo for the preceding 
2 weeks and I joined Mr. Haldeman and Mr. Higby on that flight. At 
that time, I reviewed both the most recent political matters memor- 
andum and the fact that I had in fact made sure the files were clean. 

Mr. Dash. What was Mr. Haldeman ’s reaction, if anything, when 
you told him that you had destroyed No. 18 ? 

Mr. Strachax. I do not think he said anything. I just reported it 
as a matter of fact and we went on to something else. 

Mr. Dash. And to your recollection, he accepted that as a matter of 
fact? 

Mr. Strachan. Well, I would remember if he had told me that was 
a very stupid thing to do. 

Mr. Dash. Now, was there any discussion as to how many copies of 
these memorandums in the future should be made ? 

Mr. Strachan. Yes; he asked me how many copies of the political 
matters memorandum had been prepared and I told him three, and he 
told me at that time to cut the number down to two. 

Mr. Dash. Who received these copies ? There were two, one for him 
and one for who? 

t Mr. Strachan. Well, one for Mr. Haldeman and one for me. 

Mr. Dash. Now, after this event, and after, of course, the break-in 
at Watergate, what was your relationship with the Committee To Re- 
Elect the President? Did it continue, and did you continue as liaison ? 

Mr. Strachax. Yes, it did. I had talked with Mr. Malek on the trip 
out to California and he talked to Mr. MacGregor about how good I 
thought Bob Reisner was as an administrative assistant and the de- 
cision was made to move Bob Reisner to become Clark MacGregor’s 
administrative assistant and I continued to work very, very closely 
with Mr. Reisner. 

Mr. Dash. Did you have any responsibilities to report to Mr. Halde- 
man concerning the Watergate affair ? 

Mr. Strachax. None. 

Mr. Dash. I take it that after the break-in, the so-called Watergate 
affair became an important matter of concern in the campaign? 

Mr. Strachan. Well, everybody followed it rather closely. 

Mr. Dash. And I take it various meetings were held, and I think 
that we’ve had considerable testimony from a number of witnesses 
concerning the meetings just after the break-in through June, the 
latter part of July and August. Were you aware of those meetings? 

Mr. Strachax. No, not really. I certainly never attended any. I 
don’t think I was specifically aware that they were having all these 
meetings on what has turned out to be the Watergate matter. 

Mr. Dash. Were you aware of an interchange of information, let 
me say between Mr. Dean, Mr. Magnider, Mr. Mitchell, Mr. Mardian, 

Mr. LaRue, and then on the other side, Mr. Haldeman and Mr. 
Ehrlichman, involving these meetings ? 

Mr. Strachax. No, I don’t think so and that sort of goes to the point 
of how Dean could keep all facts and people sort of in order. I don't 
think he ever told me that he was having all these meetings. 

Mr. Dash. So as you testified earlier with regard to the meeting back 
on February 4 and also Januarv 27, when Mr, Dean was present, Mr 
Haldeman would rely on Mr. Dean’s report and it was not necessary 
for you to be that messenger of the information. So it happened after- 
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fensive and stated that he was merely on his payroll as a consultant 
because Ehrlichman had so requested. He asked me to determine if 
Hunt was still on his payroll and I said I would check. Colson also 
expressed concern over the contents of Hunt's safe. Several weeks 
later— probably 4 or. 5 — I learned from Paul O’Brien, who was 
representing the reelection committee, that he had learned from Mr. 
Hunt’s attorney, Mr. William Bittman, that Hunt and Colson spoke 
on the telephone over the weekend of June 17-18, and that Hunt had 
told Colson to get the materials out of his — Hunt’s — office safe. 

Mr. Hugh Sloan called me to tell me he was worried. At that time 
I knew of no reason why Mr. Sloan should be worried so I told him 
not to worry. He told me that he would like to meet with me and I 
told him that I was trying to find out what had happened and re- 
quested we meet in a few days. I do not recall the precise date we did 
meet. 

I next contacted Liddy and asked him to meet with me. He said he 
would come to my office. As he came into the office I was on my way 
out. I suggested we take a walk. It was shortly before noon and we 
walked down I7tli Street toward the Corcoran Gallery. 

I will try to reconstruct the conversation to the best of my memory. 
While I cannot recall every detail, I do indeed recall the major items 
we discussed. 

Mr. Liddy told me that the men who had been arrested in the DNC 
were his men and he expressed concern about them. I asked him why 
he had men in the DXC and he told me that Magruder had pushecl 
him into doing it. He told me that he had not wanted to do it, but 
Magruder had complained about the fact that they were not getting 
good information from a bug they had placed in the DXC sometime 
earlier. He then explained something about the steel structure of the 
Watergate Office Building that was inhibiting transmission of the bug 
and that they had gone into the building to correct this problem. He 
said that he had reported to Magruder that during the earlier entry 
of the DNC offices they had seen documents — which I believe he told 
me were either Government documents or classified documents — and 
Magruder had told him to make copies of those documents. 

Liddy was very apologetic for the fact that they had been caught and 
that Mr. McCord was involved. He told me that he had used Mr. 
McCord only because Magruder had cut his budget so badly. I asked 
him why one of the men had a check from Mr. Howard Hunt and he 
told me that these men were friends of Hunt and Hunt had put him 
in touch with them. I do not recall Liddy discussing any further in- 
volvement of Hunt, other than Hunt’s putting him in touch with the 
Cubans. I asked him if anyone from the White House was involved 
and he told me no. 

As the conversation ended he again expressed his apology and his 
concern about the men in jail. I told him I couldn't help and he said he 
understood. He also told me that he was a soldier and would never talk. 
He said if an von e wished to shoot him on the street, he was ready. 
As we parted I said I would be unable to discuss this with him further. 
He said he understood and I returned to my office. 

r After returning to mv office I arranged a meeting with Ehrlichman 
in his office for mid-afternoon. Gordon St radian came to my office 
shortly after I had met with Liddy. Strachan told me that he had been 
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instructed by Haldeman to go through all of Mr, Haldeman’s files 
over the weekend and remove and destroy damaging materials. He 
told me that this material included such matters as memorandums from 
the reelection committee, documents relating to wiretap information 
from the DNC, notes of meetings with Haldeman, and a document 

L which reflected that Haldeman had instructed Magruder to transfer 
his intelligence gathering from Senator Muskie to Senator McGovern. 
Strachan told me his files were completely clean. 

I spoke with Mr. Ivleindienst and he told me that both the FBI 
and the D.C. Metropolitan Police were investigating, and he assumed 
that the FBI would take full jurisdiction of the case shortly. He also 
alluded to his encounter with Liddy at Burning Tree Country Club, 
but did not explain this in full until I later met with him. I do not 
have a record of when I met with Mr. Kleindienst, but it was either 
on Monday, the 19th, or the next day. I will describe that meeting 
sturdy. 

I met with Ehrlichman in the mid-afternoon and reported in full 
my conversation with Liddy. I also told Ehrlichman about the earlier 
meetings I had attended in Mitchell’s office in late January and early 
February and my subsequent conversation with Haldeman. He told 
me he wanted to meet later with Colson and told me to attend. Ehrlich- 
ia^ also requested that I keep him advised and find out from the 
Justice Department on what was going on. I did not mention my con- 
versation with Strachan because I assumed that Ehrlichman was aware 
of this from Haldeman himself. 

Later that afternoon I attended a second meeting in Ehrlichman’s 
office with Colson. I recall Ehrlichman asking where Hunt was. I said 
I had no idea and Colson made a similar statement. At that point, be- 
fore the meeting had started, Ehrlichman instructed me to call Liddy 
to have, him tell Hunt to get out of the country. I did this, without 
even thinking. Shortly after I made the call, however, I realized that 
no one in the White House should give such an instruction and raised 
the matter. A brief discussion ensued between Ehrlichman and myself. 
As I recall, Ehrlichman said that he was not a fugitive from justice, 
so why not. I said that I did not think it- was very wise. At this point, 
Colson chimed in that he also thought it unwise and Ehrlichman 
agreed. I immediately called 'Liddy again to retract the request but he 
informed me that he had already passed the message and it might be 
too late to retract. 

Following this brief telephone skirmish regarding Hunt’s travel 
plans, the meeting turned to Hunt’s status at the Wliite House. I had 
learned from Fred Fielding, who I had asked to check on it, that Hunt 
had not drawn a check from his Wliite House consul taut ship since late 
March of 1972. But as far as I knew, the records indicated that Hunt 
was still a Wliite House consultant to Colson. After discussions of this 
bv Colson, who at this point was disowning Hunt as a member of his 
staff, Ehrlichman called Mr. Bruce Ivehrli and requested that he bring 
Hunt’s Personnel records up to Ebrlichman’s office. Before Kehrli ar- 
rived, Colson raised the matter of Hunt’s safe. Colson, without getting 
specific, said it was imperative that someone get the contents of Hunt’s 
safe. Colson suggested, and Ehrlichman concurred, that I take custody 
of the contents of the safe. 
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I have more — mostly bits and pieces of information I would like to 
ask you about to sort of fill in. 

r "On this business with Mr. Strachan, cleaning up the files, and his 
later shredding, I think he testified, as I recall, that later on during 
an airplane trip on Air Force One he brought up this question with 
you. Do you recall that? 

Mr. Haldeman, No, sir. As I said, I don’t recall a report from him. 

I I don’t recall requesting him to do — to clean up the files nor do I recall 
a repor t that he had done so. 

Senator Gurnet. Did you ever discuss with Mr. Mitchell anything 
about the break-in or the ooverup of Watergate? And now I am — of 
course, I know you did late this year, in March, but I am talking about 
earlier, after the break-in, or during 1972 ? 

Mr. Hat, demax. After the break-in 1 am sure there were discus- 
sions — there were discussions regarding the break-in and the ongoing 
developments in the Watergate case and I am certain that Mr. Mitchell 
was in some of those discussions. So the answer regarding the break-in 
would be yes. 

Senator Gurnet, I should have phrased my question a little better. 
Did you ever discuss any matters with him that indicated to you that 
there was a coverup, is what I really intended to ask. 

Mr. Haldeman. No, sir ; I attempted in my statement to try to draw 
a distinction between what now is termed coverup, which I feel is a 
loose term, that is not maybe defined in each person’s mind the same as 
in each other person’s, and it has so generally come to mean the illegal 
acts that have been made forth here, that when you say coverup, if by 
coverup you mean any of the illegal actions that were or have been 
alleged to have been taken, then my answer would be very clearly no. 

Senator Gurnet. I did intend that. I did intend to refine it to in- 
clude the illegal actions. 

(Mr. Magruder worked for you as a staff man in the White House ; 
did he not? 

Mr. Haldeman. He did for a short period of time. He came in to the 
White House as a special assistant under my direct responsibility as a 
project man and continued in that role for approximately 4 months, 
I believe, at which time he moved over to Herb Klein’s office as Deputy 
Director of Communications, which was a post he held for a year, over 
a year I believe, before he went to the reelection committee. 

Senator Gurnet. Were you at all close to him during this period 
of time in the White House? Were you close personal friends, see a 
lot of each other? 

Mr. Haldeman. No. He was a member of my staff. During the time 
he was a member of my staff and I saw him fairly frequently on a 
business basis but I had no social relationship with him. 

Senator Gurnet. Did he do any reporting to you when he was in his 
capacity of the Committee To Re-Elect the President as deputy cam- 
paign director? 

Mr. Haldeman. Some, yes ; but he primarily reported to Mr. Mitchell 
and I dealt primarily with Mr. Mitchell on matters relating to the 
reelection committee. 

Senator Gurnet. Again in any conversations that you had with Mr. 
Magruder in the year 1972, did you discuss any of the illegal aspects 
of the coverup of Watergate ? 
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22. On June 20 or 21, 1972 Robert Mardian and Fred LaRue met in 
LaRue 1 s apartment with Gordon Liddy. Liddy told LaRue and Mardian 
that he and Howard Hunt had developed the plans for entries into the 
DNC and the McGovern presidential campaign offices; that he, Hunt and 
others involved in the Watergate break-in had been previously involved 
in operations of the White House, specifically an entry into the 
offices of Daniel Ellsberg's psychiatrist; that Hunt had acted to 
make ITT lobbyist Dita Beard unavailable as a witness at the Senate 
Judiciary Committee hearings on the nomination of Richard Kleindienst 
to be Attorney General; and that he had shredded all new, serialized 
$100 bills in his possession and other evidence relating to the 
Watergate break— in* Later that day Mardian and LaRue met with John 
Mitchell and apprised him of their meeting with Liddy. Mitchell was 
told of Liddy f s and Hunt f s prior surreptitious entry into the office 
of Daniel Ellsberg T s psychiatrist and of Hunt's earlier activities 
involving Dita Beard. 
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Mr. LaRue. It would be the following Monday. It would be, I think, 
the 19th of June. 

Mr. Dash. All right. On that Monday in the evening, did you attend 
a meeting in Mr. Mitchell’s Washington apartment at the Watergate? 

Mr. LaRue. Mr. Mitchell’s apartment? 

Mr. Dash. Yes. 

Mr. LaRue. Yes, sir, 

Mr. Dash. Who was at this meeting? 

Mr. LaRue. Mr, Mitchell was at the meeting, I was at the meeting, 
Mr, Mardian came to the meeting, Mr. Dean, and Mr. Magruder. 

Mr. Dash. Now, could you tell us generally what the meeting was 
about and what discussion took place ? 

Mr. LaRue. Mr. Dash, I have no specific recollection of any of the 
discussions other than I would assume, and I am sure from the par- 
ticipants, that the discussion centered on the Watergate incident. The 
only specific incident that I recall was a discussion by Magruder of 
some sensitive files which he had, about my understanding relating 
to this incident, and that he was seeking advice about what to do about 
those files. 

' Mr. Dash. Now, did the term or the name “Gemstone” used at that 
time? Did he refer to it? 

Mr. LaRue. If it was used, I do not recall it, no sir. It would not have 
meant anything to me, anyway. 

Mr. Dash. Had you ever heard of that term “Gemstone”? 

Mr. LaRue. Not at that time, no sir. 

Mr. Dash. Is there a possibility it was used at that time ? 

Mr. LaRue. There is a possibility, but as I say, it would not have 
meant anything to me. 

Mr. Dash. You say Mr. Magruder asked what he should do about 
these sensitive files? 

Mr. LaRue. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Dash. Did he get a response to that ? 

Mr. LaRue. As I remember, there was a response from Mr. Mitchell 
that it might be good if Mr. Magruder had a fire. 

Mr. Dash. Who said that? 

Mr. LaRue. As near as I can recall, Mr. Mitchell said that. 

Mr. Dash. That it might be a good idea if he had a good fire in his 
house? 

Mr LaRue. Yes. 

Mr. Dash. Do you recall in any discussion of the politically sensitive 
files that the information they involved was electronic surveillance ? 

Mr. LaRue. As I recall, there was a reference to files pertaining to 
electronic surveillance, yes, sir. 

Mr. Dash. Is it true that at this meeting on June 19. 197*2, where a 
discussion was had about these files and the recommendations that it 
would be good if Mr. Magruder had a good fire in his house, was one 
of the overt acts which is included in the information, the conspiracy 
of information to which you pleaded guilty, the June 19 meeting? 

Mr. LaRue. Yes, sir ; that is true. 

Mr. Dash. Now, was there a meeting in vour apartment on June 20* 
1972? 

Mr. LaRue. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Dash. Could you tell us who was there ? 
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Mr. LaRue. Mr. Mardian, Mr. Lidcly and myself. 

Mr. Dash. And what was discussed at that time? This is Mr. Gordon 
Liddy? 

Mr. LaRue. Yes, that is correct. 

This discussion centered around Mr. Liddy’s knowledge and involve* 
ment in the break-in. 

Mr. Dash. You say centered around his involvement. Could you he 
a little more specific? What did Mr. Liddy say? Was he there to tell 
you what had occurred ? 

Mr. LaRue, I don’t know that he was there for that purpose, but 
this is what evolved. 

Mr. Dash. Who set up the meeting? 

Mr. LaRue. Mr. Mardian set up the meeting. 

Mr. Dash. What did you understand, since it was in your apart* 
ment, that the meeting was to be about? 

Mr. LaRue. My presence in the meeting occurred in this manner: 

Mr. Mardian came to me on that day and wanted to know if he could 
borrow my, use my apartment, that he had a meeting set up with 
Gordon Liddy. I told him that would be fine. I gave him the keys 
to my apartment, and I think at that time, he said, you might as 
well join me. 

Mr. Dash. Where, by the way, is your apartment located? 

Mr. LaRue. At that time, I was in Watergate West. 

Mr. Dash. Now, you knew that, especially from what Mr. Magruder 
had told you on his telephone call with Mr. Liddy, that Mr. Liddy 
had been one of those who was involved in the break-in ? 

Mr. LaRue. No, Mr. Dash, I do not think that was discussed at 
that time. 

Mr. Dash. Well, you said that Mr. Magruder went back and said 
there was trouble, there was a break-in, that that was the day they 
were going to go into Democratic national headquarters when Mr. 

Liddy was on the phone. When Mr. Magruder came back, didn’t you 
say that Mr. Liddy had told Mr. Magruder about the break-in? 

Mr. LaRue. Yes; but I don’t think that at that time, Mr. Liddy 
had indicated any involvement of himself at that operation. 

Mr. Dash. Did he mention Mr. McCord? 

Mr. LaRue. He did mention Mr. McCord, yes, sir. 

Mr. Dash. At that time, did he mention himself at your apart- 
ment on June 20? 

Mr. LaRue. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Dash. Could you tell us what he did say about ‘his involvement? 

Mr. LaRue. Mr. Liddy told us that he had recruited the five people 
that had been caught in the Democratic National Committee, that he 
had, he and Mr. Hunt had set up this operation, that he and Mr. Hunt 
were at a hotel room at the Watergate Hotel during the actual break- 
in. He described the listening post that they had across the street 
at t he Howard Johnson’s. 

Mr. Dash. By the way, did he tell you about any other activity* he 
had been engaged in for intelligence purposes or covert activities be- 
sides the break-in at the Watergate ? 

Mr. LaRue. Yes, he did. 

Mr. Dash. Could you tell us what they did ? 
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Mr. LaRue. Mr. Licltly mentioned that he had on other occasions 
been involved in incidents or operations for the White House, and lie 
specifically mentioned the attempted burglary of the office of the psy- 
chiatrist of Mr. Ellsberg. He specifically mentioned another incident 
in which Mr. Hunt used a disguise, I think — this was in Denver, Colo., 
when Mrs. Dita Beard was in the hospital. Mr Hunt used a disguise 
to surreptitiously enter the room and have a conversation with Mrs. 

Beard. 

Mr. Dash. Do you recall any other incidents that he talked about? 

Mr. LaRue. I don ? t recall any, no, sir. 

Mr. Dash. Do you recall Mr. Liddy telling you or Mr. Mardian 
about his shooting out the lights around the McGovern headquarters? 

Mr. LaRue. Yes, I do recall that. 

Mr. Dash. That was during an unsuccessful attempt to break into 
McGovern headquarters ? 

Mr. LaRue. An unsuccessful attempt. He had shot out some lights, 

I think in an alley or someplace around McGovern headquarters. 

Mr. Dash. Do you recall Mr. Liddy discussing at that time whether 
or not there was any possibility he might get caught or might get found 
out? 

Mr. LaRue. Mr. Liddy assured us that he had conducted this opera- 
tion in such a manner that it could not be traced to him. that we should 
not have any fears that any subsequent investigation would lead to 
him. 

Mr. Dash. Nevertheless, did Mr. Liddy offer any tvpe of punish- 
ment that he would be willing to accept for his failure in this case ? 

Mr. LaRue. Yes; Mr. Liddy assured us that in any event, he would 
never reveal any information about this in the course of any investiga- 
tion, even if it led to him. 'but if we were not satisfied with that assur- 
ance, that though he was, I think, personally or morally opposed to 
suicide, that if we would instruct him to be on any street corner at any 
time, he would be there and we could have him assassinated. 

Mr. Dash. In other words, he was willing to be rubbed out ? 

Mr LaRue. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Dash. I take it nobody took him up on liis offer? 

Mr. LaRue. Not that I know of. no, sir. 

Mr. Dash. Now. the meeting was between you, Mardian, and Mr. 

Liddy in your apartment ? 

Mr. LaRue. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Dash. Now, it was this meeting that you had with Mr. Liddy 
in which these revelations came from Mr. Liddy. Was this informs 
t ion reported to Mr. Mitchell ? 

Mr. LaRue. Yes, it was. 

Mr. Dash. Do you recall when it was. by whom ? 

Mr. LaRue. The best of my recollection would be the same day, 
the afternoo n or late evening of June 20. 

Mr. Dash. What was Mr. Mitchell's miction when he heard wliat 
you had to say? 

Mr. LaRue. Well, he was — Mr. Mitchell is not a person that demon- 
strates a great deal of emotion about anything. Mr. Dash. I don't 
recall any specific reaction. 

Mr. Dash. Now. did Mr. Liddy tell you who had approved the 
operation when he was telling you about the break-in at the Democratic 
National Committee headquarters, or any of the other activities? 
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Mr. LaRue. Senator, I stand on the fact that I do not know who 
made these commitments, no, sir. 

Senator Talmadge. But you thought they ought to be carried out re- 
gardless of who made them and under what conditions? 

Mr. LaRue. I thought that what ? 

Senator Talmadge. You thought they ought to be carried out re- 
gardless of who made them and totally unknown to you? 

Mr. LaRue. ’I thought they ought to be carried out because of the 
consequences if they were not. 

Senator Talmadge. Did you know anything about the break-in prior 
thereto? 

Mr. LaRue. Pardon me, I am sorry. 

Senator Talmadge. Did you know the break-in was planned prior 
to that time? Did you know that Liddy and his associates were going 
to break into the Watergate and commit burglary ? 

Mr. LaRue. No, sir. 

Senator Talmadge. You did not? 

Mr. LaRue. No, sir, I did not. 

Senator Talmadge. Did Mr. Mitchell know ? 

Mr. LaRue. Not to my knowledge, no, sir. 
r , g eaa ( or Pai/madge. I believe you met with Mr. Liddy on June 20. 

Mr. LaRue. Yes, sir. 

Senator Talmadge. And you discussed various things/ Did Mr. 

Liddy tell you at that time that he had shredded a number of 
documents ? 

Mr. LaRue. Yes, sir. 

Senator Talmadge. Did he tell you the nature of those documents? 

Mr. LaRue. He indicated that they were documents relating to the 
break-in, yes, sir. 

Senator Talmadge. And they were in the files of the Committee To 
Re-Elect the President? 

Mr. LaRue. They were in — my understanding is they were in his 
files, yes, sir. 

Senator Talmadge. Now, I believe Mr. Mardian was present at that 
same conversation, was he not? 

Mr. LaRue. Yes, sir. 

Senator Talmadge. What was his reaction to this Liddy story 
that 

Mr. LaRue. What was Mr. Mardian's reaction? 

Senator Talmadge. Yes. 

Mr. LaRue. I think Mr. Mardian was— shared the same opinion I 
did. He was rather shocked bv the revelations of what had been known, 
became known as the White House horrors, and I do not think he 
.shared any enthusiasm that the investigation would eventually lead 
to Mr. Liddy. 

Senator Talmadge. Did Mr. Liddy tell you at that time about the 
Ellsberg psychiatrist break-in? 

Mr. LaRue. Y es, sir. 

Senator Talmadge. Now, had not Mr. Mardian been in charge of the 
Internal Security Division of the Justice Department that was in 
charge of prosecuting the Elhskerg case? 

Mr. LaRue. I do not know who was in charge of prosecuting it. 

Senator. Mr. Mardian, prior to his coming to the committee, was assist- 
ant attorney general in charge of Internal Security, yes. sir. 
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attempting to determine the amount of money that had been given to 
Mr. Liddy, and when I determined this amount of money I think I 
reported that to Mr. Mitchell. 

Senator Montoya. But you are speaking of the period after June 
17? 

Mr. LaRtte. After the break-in, yes, sir. 

Senator Montota. Did you have any discussion with Mr. Mitchell 
between January 17 or let us put it a little further, between April 1 
and June 17 with respect to any disbursements to Mr. Liddy by Mr, 

Sloan? # / . 

Mr, LaRtte. No, sir. 

Senator Montota. You did not. 

Did you — but you did know that these disbursements were being 
made by Mr. Sloan to Mr. Liddy? 

Mr. LaRtje. No, sir, I did not. 

Senator Montota. Did you during this particular period converse 
with Mr Magruder with respect to any disbursements to Mr. Liddy? 

Mr. LaRtje. No, sir, not that I can recall. 

Mr, Vinson. Senator, may I interrupt. "What period are you talking 
about? 

Senator Montota. Between the time that Mr, Mitchell took over, 

April 1 and June 17. 

Mr. LaRt te. No, sir, not that I can recall. 
r Senator Montota. Now let us go to the meeting immediately after 
the break-in which occurred, I understand, in Mr. Mitchell’s apart- 
ment on June 19, was that correct? 

Mr. LaRtte. Yes, sir. 

Senator Montota. Now, present at that meeting were you, Mr. Mar- 
dian, and who else? 

Mr. LaRtte. Mr. Magruder and Mr, Dean. 

Senator Montota. All right. Now, what was the main thrust of 
the discussion this particular evening? 

Mr. LaRtte. Senator, I can only assume that we had probably a 
wide discussion or a discussion of the numerous problems that were — 
we had encountered because of the Watergate break-in. I think I 
stated previously that I had a very hazy recollection of that meeting 
and specifically can only recall the discussion of the documents which 
Mr. Magruder had and the reference to the fact that he ought to have 
the fire. 

Senator Montoya. Well, would you say that this meeting was a meet- 
ing of self -confession on the part of those present ? 

Mr. LaRtte. No, sir. 

Senator Montoya. As to what part they had played in this and 
what they knew ? 

Mr. LaRtte. No, sir. 

Senator Montoya. Well, what was it then? I understand that at this 
meeting you presented the information which Mr. Liddy had already 
imparted to someone? 

Mr. LaRce. No, sir. That happened, that meeting with Mr. Liddy 
happened on June 20, the day after this meeting. 

Senator Montoya. And then it was subsequent to the meeting with 
Mr. Liddy that — and, that another meeting was arranged at your 
apartment, is that correct l This was on June *20 \ 
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Mr. LaRue. The only meeting, Senator, that occurred that I had, 
that I can recall with Mr. Liddy would be on June 20 in my apartment. 
This was not, to my knowledge — this meeting was not set up — dis- 
cussed at the June 19 meeting. 

Senator Montoya. All right. 

Now, on June 20, after you people met, what was discussed and what 
plan evolved from this particular meeting? 

Mr. LaRue. Senator, could you be more specific about which meet- 
ing you are talking about? Are you talking about the meeting with 
Lidcly or the meeting, that Mardian and I had with Mr. Mitchell ? 

Senator Montoya. The meeting with — between you or among you — 
Mardian and Liddy? 

Mr. LaRue. On June 20. 'Well, the topic discussion was Mr. Liddy’s 
involvement in the Watergate break-in. I don’t know of any — we dis- 
cussed no plan of action. 

Senator Montoya. Well, did you report any of the results of this 
me eting to Mr. Mitchell ? 

Mr. IIaRue. Yes, sir. 

Senator Montoya. How soon after ? 

Mr. LaRue. As I recall, that same day. 

Senator Montoya. Immediately. Do you recall that Mr. Mitchell on 
that same evening at the hour of 6 :08, 1 believe, called the President? 

Mr. LaRue. Senator, I do not recall Mr. Mitchell calling the Presi- 
dent. That is a possibility. I do not recall it, no, sir. 

Senator Montoya. Well, I refer you now to the chart here, on the 
evening of June 20, at the hour of 6:08, it shows a telephone call to 
the President. Now, were you aware of this call ? 

Mr. LaRue. No, Senator, I cannot recall the call. Is that a call 
to the President or from the President ? 

Senator Montoya. It was a call to the President from Mr. Mitchell. 

Mr. LaRue. I cannot recall the call, no, sir. 

Senator Montoya. How late were you with Mr. Mitchell this 
particular evening ? 

Mr. LaRtte. Senator, to the best of my recollection, probably until 
10 o’clock. 

"""Senator Montoya. Now, Mr. LaRue, during the course of these 
meetings there was no manifestation, or at least you have not related 
it, no manifestation of surprise on the part of any of you, you were 
merely trying to plan for the future because vou knew by then that 
people in the CRP were involved. How did you arrive at this 
conclusion? 

Mr. LaRtte. That people in the CRP were involved ? 

Senator Montoya. Yes. 

Mr. LaRue. Well, obviously the first fact. Senator, that Mr. McCord 
had been arrested in the DNC; Mr. Liddy’s account of his involvement 
to Mr. Mardian and I: my conversations with Mr. Magruder. 

Senator Montoya. Now, did Mr. Magruder relate to you subsequent 
to the — immediately subsequent to the first call in California, as to 
M r. Lidclv’s involvement in this particular thing? 

Mr. LaRit. No. sir, not at that time, as I recall. There was no 
discussion of Mr. Lidclv’s involvement. 

Senator Montoya. Did vou, before you left California, know of 
this particular involvement ? 
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Mr. Mardian. I think I would have recalled such a discussion had 
it taken place in my presence. 

Mr. Hamilton. Well, are you aware of any testimony by Mr. LaRue 
and Mr. Magruder that you left the meeting before destruction of the 
Gemstone file ? 

Mr. Mardian. I don’t think anybody asked that question and I don’t 
think anybody asked Mr. LaRue when I arrived. Maybe they dicL I 
don’t know. 

Mr. Hamilton. But you know of no statement by Magruder or 
LaRue here or otherwise that you were not present at this meeting 
when the destruction of the Gemstone file took place? 

M r. Makdian. Well, I haven’t talked to them. 

"""Mr. Hamilton. Mr. Mardian, did you, in the several days following 
June 19, have an occasion to interview Mr. Liddy ? 

Mr. Mardian. Yes. 

Mr. Hamilton. And who else was present in this interview? 

Mr. Mardian. Mr. Fred LaRue. 

Mr. Hamilton. Mr. LaRue testified at page 4595 that this meeting 
was on June 20. Do you concur in that testimony ? 

Mr. Mardian. No. And I might state that there is doubt in my mind 
as to the date of that meeting. I originally, in response to questions 
put to me by the U.S. attorneys fixed the date of that meeting as the 
21st or 22d. They told me that the meeting took place on the 20th. We 
finally settled on the 20th or 21st, and I believe I told your committee 
that it was the 20th or 21st. In checking my records I would have to 
say that the meeting took place on the morning of — and again I could 
be mistaken, the morning of June 21. 

Mr. Hamilton. What is there in your records, Mr. Mardian, that 
indicates to you that the meeting took place on this day ? 

Mr. Mardian. On the worksheet that has been turned over to your 
committee, I note that I got a call from Gordon Liddy and it coincides 
with my earliest recollection that I did not meet with Mr. Liddy at 
least on the first day of my return. I am not saying that that is abso- 
lute, I am just— my earliest recollection was the 21st or 22d, and I think 
I have testified that it could be the 20th or 21st but I would have to say 
that it was the 21st. 

Mr. Hamilton. Is it your recollection that this meeting with Mr. 
Liddy took place on the morning of the 21st? 

Mr. Mardian. This is purely a surmise based upon that call. It 
looks to be the first call that I noted, and my recollection is he said he 
was leaving that day for Los Angeles. 

IMr. Hamilton. I notice in your diary that there are numerous meet- 
ings scheduled on June 21st, one at 8; one at S:30; one at 9:30; one 
at 10; one at 11; and one at 12, that appears to have been canceled. 
Would this heavy load on the morning of the 21st suggest to you that 
perhaps the meeting took place on the 20th ? 

Mr. Mardian. That crossmark does not indicate a cancellation. I 
think you will find that crossmark on every Monday, Wednesday, 
and Friday, which was the time I was supposed to exercise, which I 
did not. 

1 note that the meeting — there is one, for instance, with a gentle- 
man at 8:30 and then another one at 10 o’clock. I do not think I met 
with that gentleman twice on that day. One appeal's to be a reschedul- 
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ing, and the fact that I have it noted in my book does not mean that 
I kept the appointment. 

I am tryingto give you the best, my best recollection. 

- Mr. Hamilton. How did this meeting come about, Mr. Mardian? 

Mr. Mardian. Well, my recollection differs with that of Mr. LaRue. 
Again, Mr. LaRue could be right. My recollection was that Mr. La- 
Rue told me Mr. Liddy wanted to talk to me. I do not recall whether 
it was Mr. LaRue that told me this or Mr. Liddy to come to my office. 
Mr. Liddy was reluctant to come to my office. He wanted to meet 
some place else, and we met in Mr. LaRue’s apartment. I believe that* 
more than anything else, was the basis for my belief that it was Mr. 
LaRue that arranged for the meeting and indicated we could meet in 
his apartment. 

Mr. Hamilton. Mr. Mardian, I wondered in your own words if you 
would, in some detail, tell us what occurred at this meeting and tell 
us what information Mr. Liddy imparted to you ? 

Mr. Mardian. My recollection is pretty Wind. I may forget some of 
the items that he disclosed to me, but I will try not to. 

We arrived, Mr. LaRue and I arrived at his apartment and soon 
thereafter, Mr. Liddv came into the room. The first thins: he asked 
Mr. LaRue was whether or not he had a radio, Mr. LaRue indicated a 
radio which was in the corner of the living room. Mr. Liddy went over 
and turned the radio on and asked me to sit by the radio in a chair, and 
he sat in a couch, as I recall, that was next to an end table that the 
radio was on. 

He apologized to me by saying something to the effect that it is 
not that I do not trust you, but this conversation cannot be recorded. 
My inference from that was he thought I had some kind of a device 
* on me, possibly something in the room, I do not know. 

And again, I am going to have to say that I do not recall the se- 
quence of events in which he related these things to me. But I do recall 
that he said that lie wanted to hire me as his lawyer, as his personal 
attorney. I told him that I was acting as attorney for the committee 
and that I could not relieve myself of that responsibility to represent 
him. He then said it was imperative that he be able to talk to me in 
confidence and that under no circumstances could I disclose what 
he told me. 

I told him that since he was an employee of the committee and I 
was acting as attorney for the committee, he could talk to me as a 
client to a lawyer and that I would maintain his confidence, but that 
I would have to be at liberty to disclose what he told me to Mr. 
Mitchell. At first, I believe he demurred, and I told him that was 
the only basis on which I could talk to him. 

One of the things that he told me was that he had a message from 
Mr. Hunt, that Mr. Hunt felt that it was the committees obligation 
to provide bail money to get his men out of jail. At that time, these 
people were incarcerated in the District of Columbia Jail. 

I was interested in finding out what had occurred and I interro- 
gated him as to the events of the evening of January 16 — June 16. 
the morning of the 17th. And he related to me what had occurred 
about t lie break-in, told me that thev had planned, as I recall, to 
break into the McGovern headquarters that same night. 
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About the arrest of the five people, Mr. McCord and the others, 
their flight, he indicated to me that there was nothing to fear, because 
the only person that could identify Mr. Liddy was Sir. McCord and 
Mr. McCord would not divulge his identity, that the Cuban-Americans 
were old soldiers who had worked in the CIA with Mr. Hunt since 
the Bay of Pigs, and that they would never under any circumstances 
disclose Mr. Hunt’s identity, and that the committee had nothing to 
fear in that regard. 

I told him that, based upon what he had related to me, the events 
of that evening, one of which included, as I recall, his sitting on the 
shoulders of one of the men at a distance — I don’t recall, some 300 feet 
or 300 yards — shooting out a light behind the Democratic Committee 
headquarters. I pointed out to him that a person that he was that 
intimate with would certainly be able to identify him, pointed out that 
he had spent, that he had told us he had spent some time in the room 
with these people in their hotel room, they had eaten, that his finger- 
prints would be all over the place. He kept insisting that there was no 
chance that he would be identified. 

I tried to convince him he would be identified, that his best bet 
was to give himself up rather than try to wait for them to arrest him. 

He discounted this possibility. He did, after some discussion, indi- 
cate that it was possible that he could be arrested, but I inquired of 
him as to the — because of the news accounts of the arrest and the 
apparent bungled effort, the possibility that someone in the group 
had had it in mind that they would be arrested, to embarrass the 
Committee To Re-Elect the President. He discounted this completely 
by saying that this group had been operating together for some con- 
siderable period of time, that they were all real pros, that they had 
engaged in numerous jobs. And when I asked him what kind of jobs, 
he said, we pulled two right under your nose. 

I inquired as to what he meant by that, and he said that they had 
invaded the office of the psychiatrist of Dr. Ellsberg and that they were 
the ones who got Dita Beard out of town. 

I expressed mv strong displeasure with respect to — I pointed out 
that the worst thing that had happened in the hearings was that Dita 
Beard disappeared. 

I asked him because of the Ellsberg break-in what, if anything, they 
had obtained? He told me that they had obtained nothing, that they 
had searched all the files and couldn’t find his record. 

I asked him on whose authority he was operating, and I wish to be 
very careful here, because I don’t know that he used the name of the 
President, but the words he did use were clearly meant too imply that 
he was acting on the express authority of the President of the United 
States, with the assistance of the Central Intelligence Agency. 

I made some notes of — oh, I asked him what information thev had 
obtained. He told me that the purpose of making this entry, that this 
entry was not of his doing, that neither he nor Mr. Hunt thought it 
was a good idea, that they had obtained noth in g from the bug that 
they had previously implanted in the place. He told me that the only 
thins: they had ascertained from that bug was the fact that somebody 
at the Democratic National Committee was talking to somebodv at 
the — was talking to the people or a person at the Committee To Re- 
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Elect the President, that although he and Mr. Hunt were against 
the entry, that Mr. Magroder 

Senator Baker [presiding]. Would you suspend for just a minute, 

Mr. Witness? 

Anybody who wants to leave the room should do so now so we don’t 
have disruption of the witness’ testimony. And would the officer close 
the door, please, for quiet in the witness room. 

Would you please proceed ? 

Mr. Mardian. I think I was explaining that neither he nor Mr. 
Hunt felt that any additional entries would be fruitful, but that he 
had, they had made the entry at the insistence of Mr. Magruder. 

I recall again inquiring as to why the stupid adventure. It seems 
to me to be the most ridiculous thing I had ever heard of. As a politi- 
cian, or as a person that had had political experience, I couldn’t un- 
derstand what they would hope to get out of the Democratic national 
headquarters before they even had a candidate, much less afterward. 
Party headquarters, at least Republican Party headquarters, are very 
sterile during this period of time. 

He could not answer the question for me other than to say that he 
was carrying out his orders. 

Mr. Hamilton*. Mr. Mardian, did Mr. Liddy mention what type of 
budget he was operating under ? 

Mr. Mardian. I was asked a question about the budget this morning, 
an d I responded both to you and to the chairman, and I stated 

Senator Ervin*. Excuse me, I have to interrupt this. It appears that a 
hoax has been perpetrated upon the committee, at least upon the chair- 
man of the committee. 

I was called to the telephone just before the lunch period and I was 
told before I went to the telephone that Secretary of the Treasury 
Shultz was calling and wanted to speak to me. I went to the telephone 
and a voice at the other end of the line informed me that it was Secre- 
tary of the Treasury Shultz. I am not familiar enough with the voice 
; of the Secretary to be able to identify it and so I just assumed that the 
person at the other end of the line was Secretary Shultz, and he made 
the statement which I reported to the committee and the news media on 
this microphone. 

In the meantime, there has been communications between White 
House counsel, Mr. Garment, and the staff, and Mr. Garment professed 
ignorance of any matters of that kind and, as I understand, an investi- 
gation was made, and Secretary Shultz was contacted and Secretary 
Shultz stated that he had no such conversation. So I had his office 
called and asked that he be placed on the phone, and so I was informed 
a few minutes ago — the reason I put it this way is because I hate to 
have my faith shattered in humanity — but I was called to the phone 
and I was informed that Secretary Shultz was indeed on the phone. 

I went to the phone and had a conversation with the man who really 
assured me he was the real Secretary Shultz Daughter] and he- in- 
formed me that he had had no conversation with me today: that who- 
ever did it was somebody else; that the only conversation he had with 
me recently by telephone was when he called me. vesterdav to tell me 
something about the White House and the witnesses from the Secret 
Service. 
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So it is just an awful thing for a very trusting soul like me to find 
that there are human beings, if you can call them such, who would 
perpetrate a hoax like this. 

Additional information which I received from counsel, and which 
counsel assures me that they have received by telephone, and not in 
person, and which they believe was received from White House coun- 
sel is to the effect that the President has the request of the commit- 
tee under advisement and will reach some decision about it early next 
week. So notwithstanding the fact that my trust in humanity has been 
grossly abused by someone I am going to — and notwithstanding the 
fact that some people think the telephone is an instrument of the devil 
anyway [laughter] I am going to assume that the information 
which counsel received at one end of a telephone line from some body at 
the other end was indeed information conveyed to them by White 
House counsel and that the recent information is correct. 

Senator Baker. Mr. Chairman, it would be helpful if we could 
have found a secure telephone [laughter] but in any event, too, 

I would view with great distaste the apparent hoax that has been per- 
petrated on the committee. The fact that it was received here on a con- 
fidential phone number in the committee room would seem to lend 
credence at the first blush, and I can fully understand the transaction 
as it has transpired. 

I would say for the record, however, that the thanks I expressed 
and the admiration I expressed for the accommodation of both parties 
still stands as an advance payment on what I hope will still happen. 

Senator Ervin. I would add that the commendation I visited upon 
the committee members would still stand and I would like to expand it 
to include both the majority and the minority staff members, .^id I 
trust that nobody in the future will attempt to deceive and mislead 
a trusting and unsuspicious individual like the chairman of this com- 
mittee in any such fashion [laughter]. In other words, the counsel 
suggests that we have had some talk about dirtv tricks. I think it is 
a unanimous opinion of this committee that this was a right dirty 
tri ck. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Hamilton. Mr. Mardian, I believe a minute ago we were talking 
about what Mr. Liddy told you about the budget that he was operating 
under. 

Mr. Mardian. I think I responded to that earlier this morning. I 
mentioned the budget matter in a conversation with Mr. Mitchell pres- 
ent in California. It is possible that that subject came up after my dis- 
cussion with Mr. Liddv because Mr. Lidcly told me and it may have 
been for the first time, that he was operating under a budget approved 
by Mr. Mitchell and the White House during that J une 21 meeting, if it 
is the 21st. . 

Mr. Hamilton. Just to make the record clear. Mr, Mardian, did 
Mr. Liddy also say to you that the operations that he had been in- 
volved in such as the Ellsberg burglary' and the Dita Beard incident 
had the approval of the President and the CIA. Is that a correct para- 
phrase. and if not, please correct me. 

Mr. Mardian. As I told vou before, the staff, I don't recall. I can r t 
say that he said the President of the United States, hut the words 
he used or the word he used were meant to imply that, and that is the 
impression he left with me. 
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Mr. Hamilton. That they had been approved by the President, that 
was your impression? 

Mr. Mardian. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Hamilton. Now, did Mr. Liddy mention to you that he had 
shredded any documents? 

Mr. Mardian. Yes, in trying to demonstrate to me that there was 
no way of tracing him he told me he had shredded every bit of evidence 
that would have linked him to this operation as well as all of the other 
operations. He told me he had even gone home — he has a habit, he 
told me, or a hobby, I should say, of collecting soap from the various 
hotels. [Laughter.] 

He had taken the soap wrappers off and shredded all the soap 
wrappers. 

He also told me that during this process he had shredded all of the 
$100 bills that he had in his possession that were new and serialized. 

Mr* Hamtttox. Before I move on, have we exhausted the contents 
of this meeting to the best of your recollection ? 

Mr. Makdiaxt. Yes, Mr. La Hue reminded me of another, lie told 
us quite a bit that morning, and it may seem comical now. It cer- 
tainly didn’t seem comical to us at the time. He did make the state- 
ment that the committee could be assured that he would never talk 
and if they doubted that, as Mr. LaRue testified, if we would just 
tell him what corner to stand on he was ready to be assassinated. 

Mr. Hamilton'. What did you do with this information, Mr. Mar- 
dian? 

Mr. Mardian. I went .immediately— as soon as I could get access to 
Mr. Mitchell I disclosed to him— I may not have disclosed all of this 
to him but 

Mr. Hamilton*. And you think it was the same day that you re- 
ported to Mr. Mitchell ? 

Mr. Mardiax. Aes, my counsel advises me that despite my notes I 
neglected to tell you a very important part of another aspect of what 
he told me. 

In explaining to me that they were a purely professional outfit, lie 
told me that Mr. Hunt w^as the planner of the Bay of Pigs, the chief 
planner, as I recall, that he was extremely popular, I think he said, 
hko a God in the Cuban community of Miami, that this was an ex- 
planation of why these Cuban- Americans would follow him to death, 
and that no one would disclose anything as far as they were concerned, 
they were absolutely loyal, worked with him for a number of real's, had 
been working with them in these operations, that — and I don’t wish to 
bring anybody else into it by implication, but he said that the — one 
of his friends in the Cuban community and one of the leaders was a 
particular person, I am not sure, and if I use the identification I may 
be identifying the wrong person, because at staff meetings I heard some 
of the staff members start mentioning some names and I am not even 
sure that the person was of the character that I described but he was 
extremely wealthy, and I told Mr. Liddy that T did not think Mr. 
Mitchell would approve the use of committee funds to bail out the de- 
fendants and he should so advise Mr. Hunt, and that it seemed to me 
that if Mr. Hunt had such good connections in the Miami community 
that they should look to that community for the bail money. 
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Mr. Hamilton. When you spoke to Mr. Mitchell did you transmit 
this request for bail money to Mr. Mitchell? 

Mr. Mardian. Included among all of the other matters that I related. 

Mr. Hamilton. More specifically, in regard to the bail money, what 
.was Mr. Mitchell’s reaction? 

Mr. Mardian. Mr. Mitchell told me that under no circumstances 
itould bail money be forthcoming, and for me to call Mr. Liddy and 
tell him. And I did so. 

Mr. Hamilton. Will you tell us the rest of your conversation with 
Mr. Mitchell? I don’t want you to repeat everything that you told 
Mr. Liddy. but I would like to know what Mr. Mitchell said to you. 

Mr. Mardian. I can’t recall — oh, he asked me if Mr. Liddy — I might 
say that Mr. Mitchell appeared to be as sincerely shocked as I was 
when I got this information. He asked me if Mr. Liddy had disclosed 
any other of the activities of this group that had been arrested, Mr. 
Hunt and himself, and I told him that he had not, he had not disclosed 
any others to me. 

Mr. Hamilton. Did Mr. Mitchell confirm or deny that he had ap- 
proved the budget for Mr, Liddy’s operation ? 

Mr. Mardian. I don’t think he did. 

Mr. Hamilton. He made no comment in any way as to whether or 
not he had approved the budget? 

Mr. Mardian. Not at that time. That discussion took place later. 

Mr. Hamilton. A discussion on whether he had approved the budget 
took place later? 

Mr. Mardian. Well, the discussion didn’t start out in that vein. It 
took place when I confronted Mr. Magruder. I asked Mr. Magruder in 
the presence of Mr. Mitchell, I believe the next day, or as soon there* 
after as I could, how much money he had given Mr. Liddy in addition, 

I forget the general nature of the entire conversation, I asked him 
whether he directed Mr. Liddy to go in there. He denied it. I asked 
him how much money he had given Mr. Liddy. He said he had author- 
ized Mr. Sloan to give Mr. Liddy $40,000. 1 asked him what he thought 
the $40,000 was for. It seemed to me a sizable sum of money. Mr. 
Mitchell expressed the same concern and wanted to know, you know, 
how he could have spent $40,000 already because the campaign had just 
started. 

Mr. Magruder lied to Mr. Mitchell that he had authorized $250,000, 
and this seemed but a very small part of that sum. That is how r the 
S2 50.000 budget matter came up. 

Mr. Hamilton. At some occasion during that week wasn’t there a 
discussion between Mr. Magruder and Mr. Sloan as to the actual 
amount that had been approved ? 

Mr. Mardian. I was not — I don’t recall being present at that dis- 
cussion other than the — it has been testified that I confronted the two 
of them in Mr. Mitchell’s presence, that may very well have occurred. 

I don’t have a present recollection. But after talking with Mr Magru- 
der I then interrogated Mr. Sloan. Mr. Sloan told me that he had 
been authorized by Mr. Magruder to disburse in the neighborhood of 
$200,000 which shocked me even further. I asked him if he was sure 
of the amount. He said he had not calculated the exact amount but 
that it was his opinion that it was in the neighborhood of $200,000 
that he had already disbursed. 
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Mr. Dash. All right, now, Mr. Mitchell, where and when did you 
hirst learn of the break-in of the Democratic National Committee head- 
quarters that took place on June 17, 1072 % 

Mr. Mitchell*. Well, I was in California for the weekend on an 
extensive round of activities and, to the best of niv recollection, 
Mr. Dash, it was on Saturday morning. I am not sure who the individ- 
ual was who told me. We were, I was, moving with Governor Reagan 
from a hotel to a place where there was a series of political meetings, to 
the best of my recollection, when I arrived there I was advised of it. 
There was considerable concern about the matter because I was holding 
a press conference out there, and we did not know what the circum- 
stances were. I believe that by that time that they had — Mr. McCord, 
his name had surfaced or Mrs. McCord had called somebody at the 
committee about it, and obviously, there was an involvement in the 
Committee To Re-Elect the President. 

Mr. Dash. What, if anything, did you do, while still in California ? 

Mr. Mitchell. While in California ? I did a number of things. First 
of all, I continued to carry out the schedule that I had there which was 
quite extensive for 2 days. I asked the people, particularly Mr. Mardian 
who was there, to get as much information about it as lie could. I put 
out a statement to the effect that, I do not know whether it went out 
there or after we came back, to the effect that we did not understand 
this, that M r. McCord was one of our employees, he also had a separate 
consulting firm, that it was basically an attempt to carry on the exten- 
sive schedule that I had which, of course, is in the book that you are 
well aware aboutvand, at the same time, trying to get information as 
to what had happened back in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. Dash. At that time, out in California, did it ever cross your 
mind when you read about this that perhaps the Liddy plan had been 
put in operation ? 

Mr. Mitchell. Well, that had crossed my mind, but the players 
were different and, of course, there was a lot of discussion about CIA 
and because of the Cuban Americans who were involved in it. It 
wasn’t until actually later on that it struck home to me that this could 
have been the same operation that had a genesis back in the earlier 
conversation. 

Mr. Dash. Well then, after you returned from California, and I 
understand that was on June 19, 1972. 

_ Mr. Mitchell. Yes, sir, it was. 

Mr. Dash. When and how were you briefed as to what actually 
happened in this matter? 

Sir. Mitchell. Well, how was I briefed as to what actually hap- 
pened? 

Mr. Dash. Yes. 

Mr. Mitchell. Well, that is such a broad statement that I could 
tell you for the next 6 months I was being briefed on it. 

Mr. Dash. I mean, let’s take the 

Mr. Mitchell. Excuse me, Mr. Dash, you are asking the questions. 

Mr. Dasii. That is all right. I think you were about ready to give 
me a shorter answer than a longer answer. 

Mr. Mitchell. Well, I was giving you a shorter answer to the fact 
that the first so-called briefing on what had happened, and you used 
the word “actually” which I will have to omit from that for the time 
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being because I have never quite got to the bottom of it, was after Mr. 
Mardian and Mr. LaRue had met with Mr. Liddy and Mr. Liddy 
provided them with quite an extensive story on Mr. Liddy’s activities. 

Mr. Dash. Will you tell us briefly what that extensive story" 
included ? 

Mr. Mitchell. Well, it included the fact that he was involved with 
other individuals in the Watergate activity, that he had also made 
surveillance of McGovern headquarters, I believe it was, and that he 
had previously, as part of what has since become known as the 
Plumbers group, acted extensively in certain areas while he was at 
the White House in connection with the Ellsberg matter, in the Dita 
Beard matter and a few of the other little gems. 

Mr. Dash. When you say the Ellsberg matter what specifically are 
you referring to ? 

Mr. Mitchell. Well, I am referring to, w r ell, it certainly wasn’t the 
prosecution. 

Mr. Dash. No. 

Mr. Mitchell. Obviously it had to do wdth the surreptitious entry 
of the doctors office in California. 

Mr. Dash. And when you refer to the Dita Beard matter what spe- 
cifically did you learn through Mr. LaRue and Mr. Mardian? 

Mr. Mitchell. Well, if my recollection is correct he was assisting 
in spiriting her out of wherever they spirited her out of, either New 
York or Washington. 

Mr. Dash. Was there a meeting in your apartment on the evening 
that vou arrived in Washington on June 19, attended by Mr. LaRue, 
Mr. Mardian, Mr. Dean, Mr. Magnider- 

Mr. Mitchell. Magnider and myself, that is correct. 

Mr. Dash. Do you recall the purpose of that meeting, the discus- 
sion that took place there ? 

Mr. Mitchell. I recall that we had been traveling all day and, of 
course, we had very little information about what the current status 
was of the entry of the Democratic National Committee, and we met 
at the apartment to discuss it. They were, of course, clamoring for a 
response from the committee because of Mr. McCord’s involvement, 
et cetera, and we had quite a general discussion of the subject matter. 

Mr. Dash. Do you recall anv discussion of the so-called either Gem- 
stone files or wiretapping files that you had in your possession? 

Mr. Mitchell. No; I had not heard of the Gemstone files as of that 
meeting and, as of that date. I had not heard that anybody there at 
that particular meeting knew of the wiretapping aspects of that or 
had any connection with it. 

Mr. Dash. Did either you or anybody in your presence at that meet- 
ing discuss Mr. Liddy having a good fire at his house? 

Mr. Mitchell. Not in my recollection was there any discussion of 
destruction of documents at that meeting. 

Mr. Dash. You are aware of the testimony of Mr. Magnider that 
he did get the idea to destroy the documents and he did in fact burn 
the Gemstone documents? 

Mi*. Mitchell. I am aware of his testimony and I think his testi- 
mony was one of these general things Mt was decided that” or some- 
thing to that e fleet but, to my recollection, there was no such discus- 
sion of it. 
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I know the individual, I know his reactions to things, and I have a 
very strong feeling that during the period of time in which I was in 
association with him and did talk to him on the telephone, that I just 
do not believe that he had that information or had that knowledge; 
otherwise, I think the type of conversations we had would have 
brought it out. 

Mr. Dash. Generally, is it fair to say that m uch of your opinion that 
you express is based on your faith in the President and your knowl- 
edge of the man, rather than any specific statement the President made 
to you or that you made to the President? 

Mr. Mitchell. Well, I subscribe to the first two. I do have faith in 


the President and I do think I have knowledge of the man and I do 
think there were enough discussions in the area, in the general area, to 
the point where I think the general subject matter would have come 
out if the President had had knowledge. 

r “"*Mr. Dash. Well, now, Mr. Mitchell, you did become aware, as you 
have indicated, somewhere around June 21 or 22, when you were 
briefed or debriefed by Mr. LaRue and Mr. Mardian about the so- 
called — as you described it, the White House horrors of the Liddy 
operation and the break-in. Did you, yourself, as the President’s ad- 
viser and counselor, tell the President what you knew or what you 

L learned ? 

Mr. Mitchell. No 7 sir, I did not. 

Mr. Dash, Why didn’t you ? 

Mr. Mitchell. Because I did not believe that it was appropriate for 


him to have that type of knowledge, because I knew the actions that 
he would take and it would be most detrimental to his political 


campaign. 

Mr. Dash. Could it have been actually helpful or healthy, do you 
think? 


Mr. Mitchell. That was not my opinion at the particular time. He 
was not involved ; it wasn’t a question of deceiving the public as far 
as Richard Nixon was concerned, and it was the other people that were 
involved in connection with these activities, both in the White House 


horrors and the Watergate. I believed at that particular time, and 
maybe in retrospect. I was wrong, but it occurred to me that the best 
thing to do was just to keep the lid on through the election. 

Mr. Dash. Then it is your testimony that you in fact did not say 
anything to the President at that time 

Mr. Mitchell. No, sir, I did not. 

Mr. Dash. So whether the President had any knowledge of it, it 
certainly couldn’t have come from, his lack of knowledge or knowledge, 
from any statement that you made to him? 

M r. Mitchell. That is correct, Mr. Dash. 


Mr. Dash. Now, were you aware of the fact that actually prior to 
Magruder’s testimony, Mr. Dean rehearsed Mr. Magruder for liis testi- 
mony before the grand jury? 

Mr. Mitchfxl. I do not recall that. Mr. Dash, if you are talking 

about the testimony that took place on the 

Mr. Dash. In August. 

Mr. Mitchell. In August, the second appearance. 

Mr. Dash. The second appearance. 
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and as to what the circumstances might be vis-a-vis the incumbent who 
was seeking reelection. 

Mr. Thompson. Mr. Mitchell, let me ask you about another point. 
Here is an excerpt from the civil deposition which you gave in the 
Democratic Party suit against the Committee To Re-Elect the Presi- 
dent and I think I am quoting you verbatim in your testimony, when 
you were asked this question : “Was there ever any discussion at which 
you were present or about which you heard when you were campaign 
director concerning having any form of surveillance of the Democratic 
National Committee headquarters ?” 

Your answer was : “No, sir, I can’t imagine a less productive activity 
than that.” 

Is that a correct- 

Mr. Mitchell. I think the total context, as I remember it, Mr. 
Thompson, had to do with the discussion of Mr. McCord and the 
security group. The answer was given in that context. 

Mr. Thompson. But this particular question, “Was there ever any 
discussion at which you were present” — and of course, I assume just 
from reading this question that that would involve any discussion with 
anyone. Are you saying that it is not your understanding of it? 

Mr. Mitchell. My recollection of the testimony that I gave had to 
do with the so-called security group in the Committee To Re-Elect the 
President which discussed Mr. McCord and the security group. And 
the answer was in response to that, to my recollection. 

Mr. Thompson. Of course, as it reads, as I have read it, of course, 
it is not an accurate response ? 

Mr. Mitchell. No, I say as you read it, but I think if you will look 
at the total context of the questioning, it referred to the security group 
that involved Mr. McCord which was the subject of the conversation. 

Mr. Thompson. Were you not asked any other broader questions 
about any knowledge you might have had of any surveillance 
activities? 

Mr. jMitchell. I was asked broader questions with respect to did 
I ever receive documents that I could identify as coming from elec- 
tronic surveillance and broad questions like that. 

Mr. Thompson. Do you recall any broader questions concerning 
conversations that you had ? 

Mr. Mitchell. No, sir, I do not. 

Mr. Thompson. Is it just a case of not having asked you the right 
question? 

_ Mr. Mitchell. I think that that is the case. 

"" Mr. Thompson. Let me refer to June ID or 20, I am not quite 
sure when it was, Mr. Mitchell. As I understand it, Mardian and La- 
Rue debriefed Liddy and found out what he knew about the break- 
in, his involvement, and the involvement of others. And at that time, 
he related to them some of the White House horror stories, I believe 
you characterized them as, the plumbers activities and so forth. I will 
go back to that in a minute, but as I understand your testimony this 
morning, the knowledge you got from that debriefing was really the 
reason why you, in effect, stood by while Mr. Magruder was pre- 
paring a story which, according to what you knew from Liddy. was 
going to be a false story, to present to the grand jury. 
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Mr. Mitchell. Along, Mr. Thompson, with some of the other stor- 
ies that Mr. Dean brought forward to him, the Diem papers and the 
suspected extracurricular wiretapping, and a few of the others. 

Mr. Thompson'. OK. That caused you to take that position with 
regard to Magruder. And also, I assume that those factors were the 
reasons why you, in effect, acquiesced, anyway, in the payments to 
the families of support money and lawyers’ fees and that sort- of 
thing, which I am sure you realize could have been pretty embarrass- 
ing, to say the least, if not illegal, at that time. Would that be cor- 
rect as far as your motivations are concerned ? 

Mr. Mitchell. That is a correct summary of my motivation and ra- 
tionale for the actions that I did take. 

Mr. Tho3Ipson. Do you recall the date on which Mr. Mardian and 
Mr. LaRue related this conversation of Liddy’s to you ? 

Mr. Mitchell. Well, he certainly didn’t debrief them on the 19th, 
I am sure of that, because they were in transit. Whether it was the 20th 
or 21st, I am not certain. 

Mr. Thompson. Did they talk to you the same day they talked to 
him? 

Mr. Mitchell. My recollection is they talked to me the next day, but 
I am not certain about that, either. But in any event, it was in the 
time frame of the 21st or 22d, to the best of my recollection. 

Mr. Thompson. Can you recall in a little more detail what they said 
that Liddy had related to them? You have alieady mentioned the fact 
that Liddy said that Magruder had pushed him in the break-in at the 
Ellsberg psychiatrist’s office, I believe, and the Dita Beard situation. 

What did Liddy supposedly say with regard to the Dita Beard sit- 
uation? What did he supposedly know about White House involve- 
ment? 

Mr. Mitchell. To the best of my recollection, and, of course, I have 
heard these horror stories in different versions from different people 
over the period of the years, the fact that he was either the one or 
assisted in spiriting her out of town, I believe was the discussion at 
that particular time, 

Mr. Tho3ipson. Did he indicate, according to them, that the budget 
for the electronic surveillance operation which led to the break-in of 
the DN C had been approved by the White House ? 

Mr. Mitchell. You are testing my memory pretty hard. I am in- 
clined to think that he did say that, but this is a — not that he said it, 
but that Mardian or LaRue reported to me that he had said it. But yon 
are testing my memory pretty hard on a substance of which I have 
heard dozens and dozens of repetitions of it. 

Mr. Tho3ipson. Did you ever verify any of these facts with the 
President? 

Mr. Mitch ell. No, sir, I never discussed them with the President. 

Mr. Tho3ipson. Did you ever verify any of them wtih Mr. Hal de- 
man? 

Mr. Mitchell. I never discussed those specific factors with Mr. 
Ha I deman until a later date. It was at that time that Mr. Dean was 
acting as a liaison between the White House and the committee with 
respect to these matters. 

Mr. Thompson. Did you ever talk directly with Ehrliehman about 
these matters? 
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it was then that Marclian hit him on the back to buck him up and I 
don’t want to take credit for this statement that was reported by me to 
be made that when the going gets tough the tough get going. It was 
Senator Muskie who had said it just a couple of days before it 
happened. 

Senator Talmadge. You did not make any such statement, is that 
correct? 

Mr. Mitchell. I made the statement and I made it in the con- 
text — 

Senator Talmadge. You did not quote Senator Muskie as being the 
author thereof ? 

Mr. Mitchell. I did indeed in connection with respect to the nature 
of the tough campaign he had and the one that we were having. 

Senator Talmadge. Were you saying that for Mr. Sloan ? s benefit 
at that particular time ? 

Mr. Mitchell. I was saying it for the total people there who were 
in a hell of a knock-down-drag-out donnybrook over what they could 
not agree oil 

Now, the sequence is shown by my log that after that meeting 
Mr. Sloan apparently went back to Mr. Stans, who had received the 
information about the Liddy payments the day before, I believe, on 
June 23, Mr. Stans called me, and Mr. Stans came up and saw me 
alone. There was not any Jeb Magmder and there was not any 
Mardian in the meeting that according to Magmder I asked Mardian 
to step out so that I could discuss the matter. That would be the last 
thing in the world I would do because Mardian was investigating the 
circumstances at the time. 

Senator Talmadge. Was that the first — excuse me, 

Mr. Mitchell. I am going into this because Mr. Stans 7 credibility 
with respect to his knowledge of the Watergate was quite severely 
impugned apparently more severely in the executive committee meet- 
ing by Magmder than it was later in public testimony. 

Senator Talmadge. Was that the first time you had knowledge of 
the Watergate break-in, bugging that day, that conversation? 

Mr. Mitchell. On the 24th ? 

Senator Talmadge. Yes. 

__ Mr. Mitchell. No, my 

Senator Talmadge. That was the first time you were debriefed on 
it, was it not? 

Mr. Mitchell. No, I had been debriefed, Senator, as I mentioned 
a little earlier, either on the 21st or 22d. 

Senator Talmadge. Did you get full details of it at that time? 

Mr. Mitchell. It was coining from Liddy who was, as I went 
through with Mr. Thompson, was involving Magruder and said that 
he got his approval in the White House and a lot of things that 

Senator Talmadge. Did he say who authorized the approval in 
the White House? 

— Mitchell. No. he did not. No, he did not. 

Senator Talma i>ge. The White House was definitely interested in the 
campaign, of course, was it not? 

Mr. Mitchell. The campaign what. Senator? 

Senator Talmadgk. The campaign for reelection. 
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23.1 CIA EMPWYEE STATEMENT, JANUARY 17, 1974 

1/ Jar:u ( tl'Jfk 


My secretary , Mrs.) |*f , and I frequently speculated about the 

possible involvement of Howard Hunt a*d tne Watergate affair and the 
possibles involvement of the Agency. I was* aware that Hunt had frequently 
transmitted sealed envelopes yia our office to the Agency. We had receipts 
for these envelopes but were unaware of the contents. However, Mr. 

'2. £ v/ho had temporarily occupied my post during the illness of 

my predecessor, ,J?~ / and had been on hand to "break in** 

my immediate predecessor, (who held the post for 

30 days), had told me that he had opened one of the packages one day to 
see what Hunt was sending to the Agency. He said that the envel9pe was 
addressed to (•> and appeared to contain "gossip" information 

at out an unknown per son- -he assumed that, it had something to do with 
.a psychological sfadynof that person. Mrs. ( c i subsequently confirmed 
this informati Oi{| L M&ocs'Z /Zj?. 

Shortly after ’my assignment at the Executive Office Building, a new telephome 
list was issued by the White House and it contained Hunt’s name*' The 
.Watergate news .broke and Hunt was involved. The White House recalled 
the phone listings without reason and reissued them--we noted that Hunt's 
name had been deleted. . As the news of the Watergate and Hunt’s involvement 
spread, we--at a date unkrTown—decided that it wasbnot prudent nor necessary 
to retain the receipts for envelopes which we had transmitted from him to 
CIA, 2nd we destroyed these receipts. 

Earlier this year infrormation appeared in the press which discussed Hunt 
and psychological studies. . Liiking the above information with these news 
reports I became comcerned that the Agency might become public ally involved 
in. this publicity and that it. \vould be .an embarrassment which the Agency 
should be aware of and prepared for. I had no knowledge of whether or not 
Hunt had arranged with Air. Helms or someone else in authority for 

(.'• do make psychological studies or whether Hunt had prevailed upon 

C' because of some past connection or whtether or nolj Cr 

was doing_this officially or_"free lance. B.ut I felt strongly that the Agency- 
should be aware of this Hunt ;-' C" connection, in case it did not already 
know. 

I called Dr. Schlessinger and said that I had a confidential matter to discuss 
with him and visited him one night about 6:30. (I do not recollect the time 
but Mr. I fixes it at 2 May.) I said that I was aware of some information 

that was not first hand but which I had verified and that I felt it had implications 
which might embarass the Agency and therefore he should be aware of this 
information so that he could prepare for public involvement, in case he was 
not already aware of it. I related what I knew about envelopes from Hunt to 
the Agency and specifically about the transmittal of information to C ■ 

He seemed surprised and unaware of any such link. He asked me, "What shall 
I do with C r " I said (somewhat taken aback at this question) that 

I thought he should first talk to L: and get his side of the story and 

that I found it hard to believe that an individual of the Agency would become 
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involved in something like this without some approval from higher authority 
within the Agency, also, that I was sure thjit someone had compiled the facts 
about the Agency's involvement with Hunt and the Watergate and that it should 
be available somewhere ir* the Agency if he had not already seen it. He seemed 
dismayed and bewildered that something like this could have happened and that 
he did not know about it. I repeated that I was sure that it was a matter of 
record somewhere and that it simply may not have been brought to his attention. 

He thanked me for reporting this information. 

The following day I had a call from Mr. * Dr. Schlessinger T s 

assistant and a former colleague on the NSC staff, asking for a review of what 
I had reported saying that Dr. Schlessinger was very upset and had asked him 
to look into this right away. He wanted to know if I had any more details, I 
subsequently remembered another tangent to this subject and stopped in his 
office the-* olio-wing day (which was a bo et 3 May according to Mr J / 

timetable) and related it to him. It was that Mrs. M recalled that one 
day Hunt had come to see .2 2 . ,and they had talked benind closed doors.' 

After the talk 2 2 came out and remarked to her .amazed, 

shocked and bewildered by the things that Hunt told him he was doing. He scratched 
and shook his head, remarked what an interesting job Hunt had, but revealed 
none of the details of his conversation. The only specific item he mentioned 
was a film that Hunt was working on for educational TV which involved one of 
the Nixon daughters. (I confirmed with Mrs.* this.date that this is her 

recollection of this event.) <3 saia mat my report to Dr. Schlessinger 
was the first that the latter had heard that the Agency was in any way involved 
and that the Agency and Dr. Schlessinger, in particular, owed me a debt of 
gratitude for coming forward with this information. I remarked again that I 
would be surprised if the Agency had not already compiled a report on Hunt’s 
involvement with the Agency because I knew that Mr. Helms was probably 
aware of some of Hunt’s activities and might have authorized tlie use of 

and that because of his ( J and Schlessinger’s newsness on. 

the job they simply had not seen this material or had reason to ask for it. - He 
said that he intended to find out. 

o23 subsequently told me that 2*2 had been interviewed and said that 
he knew nothing of Hunt's activities. I suggested that C be interviewed 
because not only had he opened at least the one Hunt - U., envelope, but 
he may have additional information to report from his personal talks with 
Hunt. 


2 3 told me sometime later that Schlessinger was awarding a medal to 
General Walters for his role in the Watergate affair and remarked again that 
my report had triggered the revelation of the iceberg. We joked about how 
the Generals always get the medals! 

I do not believe that the subject has come up again until this time. 

Y L / 
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24. On June 20, 1972 John Mitchell, the Campaign Director of CRP, 
issued a prepared press statement. The statement denied any legal, 
moral or ethical accountability on the part of CRP for the break-in 
at the DNC headquarters. 


24.1 Washington Post , June 21, 1972, Al, A9 
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rien 



Campaign 


Lays Blame 
F or Bulging on 
White House ' 

. By Bob Woodward 

Washington Post Staff Writer 

Democratic National 
Chairman Lawrence F* 
O’Brien, apparently seizing 
on the break-in and attempt^ 
ed bugging -of party head- 
quarters here as a major' 
campaign issue, attempted 
yesterday to lay responsibil- 
ity for the incident at the 
door of the White House. 

He said there is “a devel- 
oping dear line <to the White 
House*’ and cited what he 
called the “potential involve- 
ment” of special counsel to the 
President, Charles Colson. 

O’Brien made his remarks 
a3 the Democratic National 
Committee filed a $1 million 
suit in U.S. District Court here 
against the Committee for the 
Re-Election of the President, 
whose chief security agent 
was one of five men arrested 
at the break-in 2:30 a.m. Sat- 
urday. 


President Nixon’s campaign 
chairman, former Attorney? 
General John N. Mitchell, 
again deplored the bugging in- 
cident, denied any party re- 
sponsibility for dt and called 
the law suit “another- example 
of sheer demagoguery oa the 
part of Mr. O’Brien ” ‘ 

: In other developments yes- 
terday: 

• White House consultant 
and former CIA employee 
Howard E. Hunt, whose name 
was found in two of the su- 
spects address books, was re- 
ported to be a “good friend” 
of the suspects’ first attorney, 
Douglas Caddy. 

• Federal sources close to 
the investigation said that a 
diagram that could have been 
used in a past or future bug- 
ging attempt on Miami Beach 
headquarters of Sen. George 
S. McGovern was found 
among the suspects’ belong- 
ings. 

O’Brien charged that Mitch- 
ell attempted to make it ap- 
pear that former CIA em- 
ployee James W. McCord Jr., 
the security agent who was ar- 
rested Saturday, had ended 
his employment with the Nixon 
committee some months ago. 

Until Monday McCord was 
the salaried security chief for 

See BUG, AD, Col. I 
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Bugging Laid to White House 


BUG, From A1 

the committee, Mitchell's first 
statement Sunday on McCord's 
employment with the commit- 
tee was that McCord was em- 
ployed months ago. 

“We know that as of the 
moment of his arrest at gun- 
point just 10 feet from where 
I now stand, Mr. McCord was 
in the pay of the Committee* 
for the Re-election of the Pres- 
ident/' O’Brien said. 

“If John Mitchell’s reflex 
attempt to conceal that fact 
is any signal of what is to 
come from the Republican 
Party and administration, I 
fear we shall be long in get- 
ting at the truth.'* 

O’Brien went on to call the 
incident a “cheap cloak-and- 
dagger intrigue at the national 
political level. . We learhed of 
this bugging attempt only be- 
cause it was bungled. How- 
many other attempts have there 
been? And just who was in- 
volved?" : ? /, 

He said the lawsuit was an : 
attempt to. force the issue into 
examination by the court A 
Democratic spokesman said 
court hearings on the matter 
could begin inV“the near fu- 
ture" 3 . 

“I believe we are about to 
witness the ultimate test of this 
administration that so piously 
committed itself to a new era 
of law and order just four years 
ago,” O'Brien said./; 

In a prepared statement,. 
Mitchell called/ O'Brien's , suit. 
a “ political stunt.”. ' • V j 
“This committee did not 
thorize and does not condone 
the alleged actions of the five* 
men / apprehended Sfeturday 
morning. We abhor* such ac- 
tivity -3 W'./ / 

“The Committee for the ROr 
election oi the President is not 
legally* morally or. ethically apf 
countable for 7a eft ip n s taken - 
without its. knowedge and be- 
yond the scope of its control,** 
Mitchell saicL.^'%,: ' 

In yesterday’s /editions, Thd 
Post reported the. existence of 
Hunt’s name in the suspects* 

. address books; and ./that he 
functioned at the White House 
as an assistant- to CoI^wl^C/ 
•A White Housev aide>‘con^ 
firmed that Colson, who is said 
to handle delicate assignments 
for the President^ was the man 
who brought Hunt to the 
White House. 


'Presidential spokesman Ron- 
ald Ziegler said yesterday 
morning, “I talked to Mr. Col- 
son after reading The Wash- 
ington Post story this morning, 
and he made it clear that he 
is in no way involved with this 
matter ...” 

Xater Ziegler told reporters 
that he was “finished with any 
; comment on the subject.” 

Federal -sources -close to the 
bugging investigation said two 
large ballrooms • scheduled to ; 
be used as -Miami headquarters 
for McGovern during the Dem- 
©cratic Convention were dia- 
grammed in another address 
book taken by authorities from 
®*e suspects’- belongings. > * 
The rough diagram, a sketch,; 
©hows the Regency and Medi- 
terranean rooms at the Doral 
Hotel on the Ocean in Miami. 

It also denotes the location 
of two emergency ‘exits from 
the rooms. The word “May” 
was written- by' the diagram, 
apparently a- reference to the 
month, the sources said. 

Asked about the diagram 
yesterday, McGovern's con- 
vention coordinator, ‘ Owen 
Donley, confirmed 'that the 
rooms have been slated for use 
by McGovern convention staff 
since January. 

Donley said one room would 
be used by the news media and 
the other for staff or delegate 
caucuses. _ 

“If they wanted to bug the 
two rooms, it wouldn’t bother 
anyone anvwav. Tbev are both 

public rooms in the hotel. We 
will hold staff caucuses there, 
but they will be mass meet- 
ings. There wouldn’t be any- 
thing said there that wouldn’t 
be said out on the street” 
Donley said the McGovern 
campaign staff was exploring 
various antibugging ■- methods 
before the Democratic Nation- 
al headquarters incident V 
x “We didn’t suddenly become 
paranoid. We were paranoid 
beforehand. That is just part 
of . convention procedure,” 
Donley said. He indicated that 
antibugging precautions would 
be taken at the headquarters 
in Miami, * 7 


Hunt, the White House con- 
sultant, has a full-time job Ur 
the public relations firm of 
Robert R. Mullen Co., 1700 
Pennsylvania Ave. NW, direct- 
ly across from Nixon's re- 
election headquarters and the 
chief White House offices. 
/Yesterday, Robert E. Ben- 
nett, president of the Mullen 
firm, said that Hunt was -a 
“good friend” of the suspects’ 
first attorney, Caddy. 

Hunt and Caddy once shared 
an office at the Mullen firm, 
according to Bennett. Caddy 
was not employed there but 
acted as liaison with General 
Foods Corp. where he was em- 
ployed. 

In Superior Court here Sat- 
urday when the five suspects 
appeared for arraignment, 
Caddy was secretive and stay- 
ed in the background, bring- 
ing in another attorney to 
represent the five men. 

Shortly after 3 a.m. Satur- 
day, Caddy told a reporter, he 
received a call from Barker’s 
wife. “She said that her hus- 
band told her to call me if he 
hadn’t called her by 3 a.m. 
that it might mean trouble,” 
Caddy said. 

Caddy said he had met Bar- 
ker once, a year ago, and that 
they had had “a sympathetic” 
i conversation. 
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Barker, who owns a real 
estate firm In Miami, has been 
active in anti-Castro activities 
and is reported to have played 
a role in the Bay of Pigs in- 
vasion of Cuba in 1961. j 

In addition to McCord and 
Barker, the other three sus- 
pects are; Frank Sturgis, also 
known as Frank Fiorini an 
American who served in Fidel 
Castro’s revolutionary army 
and has since been a leader in 
the anti-Castro movement in 
Miami; Virgilio R- Gonzales, a 
locksmith; and Eugenio R. Mar- 
tinez, a real estate salesman 
for Barker. ‘ j ■ . . / , * 

McCord was still being held 
in D.C. jail yesterday on $30,- 


000 bond. The other four were 
being held, there on $50,000 
bond., All are charged with at- 
tempted burglary and at- 
tempted interception of tele- 
phone and other communica- 
tion. 

Their attorney, Joseph A. 
Rafferty Jr., filed a, motion 
yesterday seeking a reduction 
on the'bond.^ . /} . 

Meanwhile, yesterday ’ ' Sen. 
Bob Dole, head of the Repub- 
lican National Committee, de- 
nied as totally false sports 
that the Republicans had urg- 
ed Spanish 'community, leaders 
and other Republicans pot to 
discuss the bugging ’incident 
with anyone. ; ■ 
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25. On June 20, 1972 at 6:08 p.m. the President spoke by tele- 
phone with John Mitchell. The President and Mitchell discussed the 
break-in at the DNC headquarters. According to a dictabelt recording 
made by the President on June 20, 1972 recollecting the events of 
that day, Mitchell expressed to the President his regret that he had 
not kept better control over the people at CRP. 
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Judiciary Committee transcript thereof 310 


( 305 ) 



*-(> ' 

25 . 1 PRESIDENT NIXON DAILY DIARY, JUNE 20, 1972, EXHIBIT 13, 
IN RE GRAND JURY , MISC. 47-73, 7-2 


ihf: white 

HOUSE 


PRESIDENT RICHARD 

IS <-< Tuid 

NIXON’S Dr. DIARY A 

v* __ 

...I fw M.sct /y-r 

ri.A< L DAY 

U 1:0 AN 



DATE (Mo., Luy. Yr.) ^ 

JUNE 20 , 1972 

TIME DAY 

8:40 a.m. TUESDAY 

Till: WHITE HOUSE 
WASHINGTON, D.C 


% * co 

B ? rypjrtir 1 

_J *-■* , f j 

TIME 

PHONE 
P-= Placed 
R~»Keieived 

1 H; l 

ACTIVITY 

In 

Out 

Lo 

LD 



8:40 




The President had 

breakfast . 

9:00 




The President went to the Oval Office, 

9:01 

9:04 



The President met 
Butterfield . 

with his Deputy Assistant, Alexander P. 

10:20 




The President went to his office in the E0B. 

10:25 

11:20 



The President met 

with his Assistant, John D. r hrlichman. 

10:51 

10:54 

P 


The President talked with his Deputy Assistant, Edward L. 
Morgan. 

11:26 

12:45 



The President met 

with his Assistant, H. R. Haldeman. 

12:32 

12:33 

R 


The President talked with his daughter, Tricia. 

12:46 


p 


The President telephoned Senator Margaret Chase Smith 
(R-Maine). The call was not completed. 

12:53 

12:55 

P 


The President talked with Senator Smith. 

1:27 

2:10 



The President met with his Deputy Assistant, Ma j . Gen. 
Alexander M. Haig, Jr. 

1:30 

1:35 

P 


The President talked with Senate Minority Leader Hugh Scott 
(R-Pennsylvania) . 

1:38 | 

1:39 


P 

The President talked long distance with Joseph Trerotola, 
Vice Prps-Mfint of the International Brotherhood of 
Teamsters, in New York City. 

1:45 

1:49 

P 


The President talked with his Counsel, Clark MacGregor. 

2:16 

2:17 

P 


The President talked with his Special Counsel, Charles W. 
Colson. 

2:20 

3:30 



The President met 

with Mr. Colson. 

3:33 


P 


The President telephoned Staff Assistant Stephen B. Bull. I 
President talked with Beverly J. Kaye, Mr. Bul^s 
secretary. 

4:09 

4:14 

P 


The President talked with his Special Assistant, Patrick J. 
Buchanan . 

4:35 

5:25 



The President met 

with Mr. Haldeman. 

5:25 




The President wen 

t to the Barber Shop. 
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WHITE HOUSE 


FI ATE DAY DUGAN 

THE WHITE HOUSE 
WASHINGTON.. D.C 


PRESIDENT RICHARD NIXON'S DAILY DIARY 

{St-f Tr.ivrl Rctnrd foi Travel Activity) 


% 

AV 


DA ft (Mo., Day. Yr.) V 


JLUNE_ZQ_19_Z2 

TIME DAY 


: SO n.m. TUESDAY 



5:50 5:53 


The President met with Mr, Butterfield. 


The President returned to the second floor Residence. 


6:03 6:12 ip 


The President talked with John N. Mitchell, Campaign Director 
for the Committee for the Reelection of the President. 


The President and the First Lady had dinner in the Yellow 
Oval Room. 

The President returned to his office in the EHB. 


59 P 


The President talked with Mr. Haldeman. 


21 P 


The President talked with Mi*. Colson. 


50 R 


The President talked with Mi*. Haldeman. 


The President returned to the second floor Residence. 


The President talked with Mr. Colson. 


MF/CD/LR 


2 9 
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Administration of Richard Nixon 


PRESIDENTIAL DOCUMENTS 

Week Ending Saturday, November 24, 1973 


Upper Great Lakes Regional 
Commission 

Announcement of Intention To Nominate 
Raymond C. Anderson To Be Federal Cochairman. 
November 16, 1973 

The President today announced his intention to nomi- 
nate Raymond C. Anderson, of Maple City, Mich,, to 
be Federal Cochairman of the Upper Great Lakes 
Regional Commission. He will succeed Thomas F. 
Schweigert, who became Alternate Federal Member of the 
Delaware River Basin Commission on September 6, 1973. 

From 1969 to 1971, Mr. Anderson served as executive 
assistant to Michigan Gov. William G. Milliken. He has 
been retired since 1971 and was also retired from 1964 
to 1969. From 1959 to 1964, he served as administrative 
assistant to then-Congressman Robert P. Griffin, from 
1952 to 1959, he was administrative assistant to Senator 
Charles E. Potter of Michigan, and he was administrative 
assistant to Congressman Roy O. Woodruff of Michigan 
from 1937 to 1944 and from 1946 to 1952. 

He was bom on March 5, 1912, in Grand Rapids, 
Mich. Mr. Anderson was graduated from Grand Rapids 
Junior College in 1932. From 1944 to 1946, he served 
as an officer in the U.S. Navy. 

note: The announcement was released at Key Biscayne, Fla. 

Associated Press Managing 
Editors Association 

The President’s Remarks in a Question-and- Answer 
Session at the Association’s Annual Convention in 
Orlando , Florida. November 17, 1973 

The President. President Quirt n and ladies and 
gentlemen: 


When Jack Horner ,* who has been a correspondent 
in Washington and other places around the world, retired 
after 40 years, he once told me that if I thought that the 
White House Press Corps answered (asked) tough ques- 
tions, he (I) should hear the kind of questions the manag- 
ing editors asked him. Consequently, I welcome this 
opportunity tonight to meet with the managing editors of 
the Nation’s newspapers. 

I will not have an opening statement because I know, 
with 400 of you, it will be hard to get through all of the 
questions you have, and I understand the President has a 
prerogative of asking the first question. 

Mr. Quinn [John C. Quinn, Gannett Newspapers, and 
president, Associated Press Managing Editors Associa- 
tion] 

Watergate and the Future 

Q. Mr. President, this morning, Governor Askew of 
Florida addressed this group and recalled the words of 
Benjamin Franklin. When leaving the Constitutional 
Convention he was asked, “What have you given us, sir, a 
monarch or a republic?” Franklin answered, “A republic, 
sir, if you can keep it.” 

Mr. President, in the prevailing pessimism of the linger- 
ing matter we call Watergate, can we keep that republic, 
sir, and how? 

The President. Well, Mr. Quinn, I would certainly 
not be standing here answering these questions unless I had 
a firm belief that we could keep the republic, that we must 
keep it, not only for ourselves, but for the whole w'orld. 
I recognize that because of mistakes that were made, and 
I must take responsibility for those mistakes, whether in 
the campaign or during the course of an administration, 
that there are those who wonder whether this republic can 
survive. But I also know that the hopes of the whole 
world for peace, not only now, but in the years to come, 
rests in the United States of America. And I can assure you 
that as long as I am physically able to handle the position 
to which I was elected, and then reelected last November, 

1 Garnett D. ( Jack) Homer was a reporter with the Washington 
Star from 1937 until his retirement in November 1973. Since 
1954 he was White House correspondent for that newspaper. 
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I am going to work for the cause of peac e in the world, for 
the cause of prosperity without war and without inflation 
at home, and also to the best of my ability to restore con- 
fidence in the White House and in the President himself. 
It is a big job, but I think it can be done, and I intend to 
do it. 

Presidential Tapes 

Q. Mr. President, I am George Gill of the Louisville 
Courier-Journal. Would you please tell us, sir, when did 
you personally discover that two of the nine subpoenaed 
White House tapes did not exist, and why did you appar- 
ently delay for a matter of weeks disclosing this matter 
to the Federal court and to the public? 

The President. Well, the first time that the fact that 
there were no recordings of the two conversations to 
which you referred — that they did not exist — came to my 
attention on approximately September 29 or September 
30. 

At that time, I was informed only that they might not 
exist because a search was not made, because seven of the 
nine recordings requested did exist, and my secretary, 
listening to them for me and making notes for me, pro- 
ceeded to go through those seven tapes. 

I should point out, incidentally, that the two which 
did not exist, in which there were no tape recordings of 
the conversations, were not ones that were requested by 
the Senate committee, and consequently, we felt that we 
should go forward with the ones that were requested by 
both the Senate committee and the others. 

When we finally determined that they could not be 
in existence was on October 26 of this year. And we 
learned it then when I directed the White House Counsel, 
Mr. Buzhardt, to question the Secret Service operatives 
as to what had happened to make sure that there might 
not be a possibility, due to the fact that the mechanism 
was not operating properly, that we might find them 
in some other place. 

He questioned them for 2 days and reported on the 
27th that he could not find them. He then, having had 
a date made — -and he asked for the date sooner with 
Judge Sirica, he asked for a date on Thursday, you may 
recall I pointed that out in my press conference on the 
26th — Judge Sirica saw him on Tuesday in camera . The 
White House Counsel reported to Judge Sirica that the 
two tapes did not exist and gave him the reasons for it. 

The judge decided, and I think quite properly, that 
the reasons for the tape not existing should be made pub- 
lic and those involved with access to the tapes and those 
who operated the machines should be questioned so that 
there would be no question of the White House, some- 
body around the President, or even the President himself, 
having destroyed evidence that was important even 
though the Senate committee had not, as I have already 
pointed out, subpoenaed either of these two tapes. And 
since we are on this subject, and I do not want to be 


taking all of the time on it except that I know there is 
going to be enormous interest in it, not only among this 
audience here, but among our television viewers, let me 
point this out. 

I have done everything that f possibly can to provide 
the evidence that would have existed had we found the 
tapes: 

First, with regard to the tape of June 20, as you may 
recall, it was a 5-minute telephone conversation with the 
former Attorney General, John Mitchell, who had just 
left as campaign manager or was planning to leave as 
campaign manager at that time. — ^ _ 

I have a practice of keeping a personal diary — I can 
assure you not every day. Sometimes you are too tired 
at the end of a day to either make notes or dictate it into 
a dictabelt. 

On that particular day I happened to have dictated 
a dictabelt, and on the dictabelt for June 20, which I 
found, I found that I had referred to the conversation to 
John Mitchell, and' I think it is fair to disclose to this, 
audience what was there because it will be disclosed to 
the court, It has already been offered to the court and 
eventually I assume will be made public. 

It said, first, that I called John Mitchell to cheer him 
up because I knew he was terribly disheartened by what 
had happened in the so-called Watergate matter. Second, 
he expressed chagrin to me that the organization over 
which he had control could have gotten out of hand in 
this way. That was what was on that tape. 

Now, turning to the one on April 15, 1 thought I might 
have a dictabelt of that conversation as well. 

Let me tell you first why the telephone conversation 
was not recorded, not because of any deliberate attempt 
to keep the recording from the public, but because the 
only telephones in the residence of the White House which 
are recorded — the only telephone, there is only one, is 
the one that is in the office, the little Lincoln Sitting 
Room right off the Lincoln Bedroom. The call I made 
to John Mitchell was made at the end of the day at about 
6:30 just before going into dinner from the family quar- 
ters, and no telephones in the family quarters ever were 
recorded. That is why the recording did not exist. 

Turning to April 15, the conversation referred to there 
was at the end of the process in which Mr. Dean came in 
to tell me what he had told the U.S. attorneys that day. 
He saw me at 9 o’clock at night, Sunday night. There 
should have been a recording. Everybody thought 
there probably was a recording. The reason there was not 
a recording is that the tape machines over the weekend 
onlv can carry 6 hours of conversation, and usually that 
is more than enough, because I do not use the LOB office, 
that is, the Executive Office Building office rather than 
the Oval Office, over the weekend to that extent. 

But that weekend T was in the FOB for a long conver- 
sation with Dr. Kissinger on foreign policy matters. I was 
there for 2 other hours, or 2 or 3 other hours, and the tape 
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PRESIDENT: 


TRANSCRIPT PREPARED BY THE IMPEACHMENT INQUIRY 
STAFF FOR THE HOUSE JUDICIARY COMMITTEE OF A 
DICTABELT RECORDING BY THE PRESIDENT OF HIS 
RECOLLECTIONS OF A TELEPHONE CONVERSATION WITH 
JOHN MITCHELL ON JUNE 20, 1972. 


Paragraph. I also talked to John Mitchell in — late in 
the day and tried to cheer him up a bit. He is terribly 
chagrined that, uh, the acti/ities of anybody attached 
to his committee should, uh, have, uh, been handled in 
such a manner, and he said that he only regretted that 
he had not policed all the people more effectively on a 
— in his own organization — 

[42 second silence] 

[unintelligible] 
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26. On June 21, 1972 shortly after 9:35 a.m. John Ehrlichman told 
Acting FBI Director Gray that John Dean would be handling an inquiry 
into Watergate for the White House and that Gray should call Dean and 
work closely with him. Gray told Ehrlichman that the FBI was handling 
the case as a "major special with all of our normal procedures in 
effect." At 10:00 a.m. Gray telephoned Dean and arranged to meet 
Dean at 11:30 a.m. in Gray's office. At the meeting they discussed 
the sensitivity of the investigation, and Dean told Gray that Dean 
would sit in on FBI interviews of White House staff members in his 
official capacity as counsel to the President. 
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the time, available and I do not believe the committee expects me to 
launch into such a review. Nevertheless, upon the conclusion of my 
statement, I stand ready to answer any questions which the committee 
or counsel may desire to ask about any aspect of my stewardship of 
the FBI. . • 

I do have, Mr. Chairman, a few preliminary remarks which precede 
my discussion of the areas believed to be of prime interest to the 
committee. 

JL was appointed Acting Director of the FBI by Attorney General 
Ivleindienst on May 3, 1972. ! I looked upon this appointment as a return 
to the service of my country similar to that which I had rendered in 
the U.S. Navy for 26 years. I looked forward then to many years of 
additional service to the country in the company of the honorable and 
dedicated men and women of the FBI. 

On May 16, 1972, my personal staff and I moved into the offices 
formerly occupied by the late J. Edgar Hoover; 1 month later, on 
June 17, 1972, the burglary of the headquarters of the Democratic 
National Committee in the Watergate Hotel occurred. 

At the outset, Mr. Chairman, I want to acknowledge that I am fully, 
totally, and completely responsible for the performance of duty of 
myself and of the men and women of the FBI during the year that I 
served as their Acting Director. They, of course, are not in any way 
responsible for my performance of duty or for any personal acts or 
judgments of mine which occurred during the period I served as Act- 
ing Director. 

THE CIA DIMENSION 


At the time of the Watergate break-in I was on the west coast visit- 
ing FBI field offices and meeting a commitment to make a commence- 
ffient address at Pepperdine University Law School in Santa Ana. 
I returned to Washington on the evening of June 20 and received a 
phone call from John Ehrlichman the next morning. Mr. Ehrlichman 
informed me that John Dean would be handling an inquiry into 
Watergate for the White House, that I should deal directly with John 
Dean concerning the investigation and that Mr. Dean wasexpect-ing a 
call from me. Mr. Ehrlichman and I then discussed the matter of pro- 
cedural safeguards against leaks and I told him that we were handling 
this case as a major special with all of our normal procedures in effect. 
I also indicated to him that we were going to conduct an aggressive 
and vigorous investigation and would probably be interviewing people 
at the White House. 


th 

i h 

SO] 


I called Mr. Dean upon my return to my own office at 10 a.m., and 
arranged to meet with him at 11 :30 a.m., in my office on June 21, 1972. 
At our meeting he discussed with me the sensitivity of the investigation 
and the need to avoid leaks in a political year. He also informed me 
that he had the responsibility to handle this inquiry- for the White 
House and would sit in on any interviews of White House staff per- 
sonnel. Mr. Dean stated that he would be there in his official capacity 
^ counsel to the President. 

I know that I specifically asked Mr. Dean on two occasions if he 
would be making his reports direct to the President. I believe that this 
was one of those occasions and I belie ve that the other occurred when 
we were discussing the transmission of FBI file material to him to 
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First Meetings With Mr. Gray Regarding the Investigation 

I believe that it was on June 21 that I first met with Gray in his 
office in the late morning regarding the FBFs investigation. At that 
meeting he told me lie fully realized the sensitive nature of the investi- 
gation they were pursuing and that he had placed his most trusted 
senior people in charge of the investigation. I told Gray that I had 
been asked to be kept informed about the investigation. Mr. Gray 
told me that he had been visiting a number of regional offices and 
would be doing so in the future. Thus, if I needed any information 
I should call Mr. Mark Felt in his absence. I might note at this point 
that indeed Gray was frequently absent from the city during the course 
of the investigation and this irritated Ehrlichman greatly when lie 
asked me to get information from Gray and Gray was out of the city. 
On several occasions, in fact, Ehrlichman instructed me to tell Gray 
to return to the city and mind the store. I passed this message to Gray, 
but I cannot recall what prompted Ehrlichman to have me do so at 
— .this time. 

During my meeting with Gray on June 21 he also told me a man 
by the name of Mr. Bates was heading the investigation. I do not know 
Mr. Bates, and when I reported this back to Ehrlichman and he asked 
me who Bate3 was, I told him I did not know Bates. I can recall on 
several occasions Ehrlichman asking me if I thought that Gray knew 
what he was doing and if he had the investigation under control. I 
responded that he seemed to be relying on men in whom lie had full 
trust. 

To the best of my recollection, it was during this June 21 meeting 
with Gray that he informed me that the FBI had uncovered a number 
of major banking transactions that had transpired in the account of 
5 one of the arrested Cubans — Mr. Barker. He informed me that they 
had traced a $25,000 check to a Mr. Kenneth Dahlberg and four checks 
totaling $89,000 to a bank in Mexico City. 

I do not recall whether I first learned about the Dahlberor check 
from Mr. Gray or whether I learned about it in a meeting in Mitchell’s 
office by reason of the fact that the FBI was trying to contact Mr. 
Dahlberg about the matter and Dahlberg had called Mr. Stans. At 
any rate, the fact that the FBI was investigating these matters was 
of utmost concern to Mr. Stans when he learned of it. Stans was con- 
cerned about the Dahlberar check, I was informed, because it was in fact 
a contribution from Mr. Dwayne Andreas, whom I did not know, but 
I was told was a longtime backer of Senator Hubert Humphrey. 
Neither Stans nor Mitchell wanted Mr. Andreas to be embarrassed by 
disclosure of the contribution. The concern about the Mexican money 
was made a little less clear to me. I was told it was a contribution from 
a group of Texans who had used an intermediarv in Mexico to make 
the contribution. Although I had not been told. I assumed at that time 
that thev were con ce rued because it sou u (led to me as if it might have 
been a corporate contribution and clearlv a violation of the law. 

Mr. Stans also cxnlained that he had checked with Sloan to find out 
how this monev had ended no in Mr. Barker’s bank account and Sloan 
reported that he had given the checks to T,iddv and vcouested that lie 
cash them: He said ho had no idea how Liddv had cashed them, but 
surmised that he had obviously used Barker to cash them. I was also 
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27. On or about June 22, 1972 John Ehrlichman met with John 

Dean and discussed the contents of Howard Hunt’s safe and what to do 
with certain politically sensitive documents. 
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When Petersen arrived at Kletndienst ? s office he gave a status report 
of the investigation. Kleindienst then related my concern to Petersen. 
Petersen was troubled by the case and the implications of it. Klein- 
dienst had another meeting, so Petersen and I — I believe the other 
meeting was in his office, so Petersen and I v;cnt into Hr. Kleindienst’s 
bade office and talked further. To the best of my recollection, we did 
not discuss specifics, rather it was a general discussion. 

I told him I had no idea where this thing might end, but I told him 
I did not think the White House could withstand a wide-open investi- 
gation. The sum and substance of our conversation was that I had no 
idea how far this matter might go, but I had reason — without being 
specific — to suspect the worst. The meeting ended on that note, that I 
hoped I was wrong. 

I do not recall ever reporting this meeting to Ehrlichman, because 
he had a somewhat strained relationship with Kleindienst and I 
thought he would raise havoc that I did not have an assurance from 
Kleindienst that he would take care of everything. I did report, how- 
ever, that I felt Petersen would handle this matter fairly and not pur- 
sue a wide-open inquiry into everything the White House had been 
doing for 4 years. I made this statement not because of anything Peter- 
sen specifically said, as much as the impression he gave me that he 
realized the problems of a wide-open investigation of the White House 
in an election year. 

Returning now to the contents of Mr. Hunt’s safe, it was mid-morn- 
ing on Tuesday, June 20* when the GSA men brought several cartons 
to my office, which contained the contents of Hunt’s safe. I had learned 
earlier that morning from Fielding that the boxes had been secured in 
Kehrli’s office overnight. Fielding also reported that they had found a 
handgun in the safe, which Kchrli had disengaged, a large briefcase 
containing electronic equipment, and a number of documents, some 
of which were classified. I told Fielding I would like his assistance 
later that day ingoing through the material. 

During the afternoon of the 20th, Fielding and I began going 
through the cartons of Hunt's materials. I remember looking in the 
briefcase, which contained electronic equipment. I frankly do not 
know what it was it contained, but it contained loose wires, chapsticks 
for your lips with wires coming out of them and instruction sheets 
for walkie-talkies. As I recall, there were also some antennas in there. 

Wc then began sorting the documents. The bulk of the papers were 
classified cables from the State Department relating to the early years 
of the war in Vietnam. These were separated out from the rest of 
the papers. The other papers I assumed related to Hunt's work at the 
White House. Also, there were personal papers. I will attempt, to the 
best of mv recollection, to describe the papers and documents that 
were found in the safe. I must point out, however, that I personally 
did not look at all the documents, rather it was a combined effort by 
Fielding and mysel f to determine what was in Hunt’s safe. 

First, among his personal papers were copies of his submissions for 
his per diem pay as a consultant, a few travel .vouchers, and an enve- 
lope containing materials of a personal nature relating to his wife. 

Among the papers that I assumed related to hisjwork at the White 
House were numerous memorandums to Clmcl^ Colson regarding 
Hunt’s assessment of the plumbers unit operation and critical of Mr. 


( 318 ) 



2L JL J.OHN DEAN... TESTIMONY^ JUNE 2S r 1973, 3 SSQ 937-38 

938 


Ivrogh’s handling of matters; a number of materials relating to Mr. 
Daniel Ellsberg, such as news clippings and a psychological study of 
Ellsbcrg which apparently had been prepared by someone who had 
never actually met or talked with Mr. Etlsberg; a bogus cable — that is, 
other cables spliced together into one cable regarding the involvement 
of persons in the Kennedy administration in the fall of the Diem 
regime in Vietnam; a memorandum regarding some discussion about 
the bogus cable with Colson and Mr. 'William Lambert; some materials 
relating to an investigation Hunt had conducted for Colson at Chap- 
paquidick, some materials relating to the Pentagon Papers and a 
paperback book containing the published Pentagon Papers. 

Upon examining the contents of the safe, I recall that Fielding and 
I discussed our concern about the public impact some of these docu- 
ments might have if they became public, particularly in an election 
year. I requested that Fielding remove the politically sensitive docu- 
ments from the others, which he did. The classified State Department 
cables were too bulky for my own safe, so I called David Young and 
requested that he store them for me in his office, as I assumed at that 
time that they would probably be returned to the State Department. 
I told Young when he came to pick up the materials that they had 
come from Hunt’s safe and he should store them — all together — until 
I told him what to do with them. Accordingly, Mr. Young took the 
State Department documents to his office. The large briefcase was 
stored in a locked closet in my office suite, and the politically sensitive 
documents and Hunt's personal papers were placed in a safe in my 
office. The remaining materials were left in the cartons on the floor in 
mj r office. 

I subsequently met with Ehrlichman to inform him of the contents 
of Hunt’s safe. I gave him a description of the electronic equipment 
and told him about the bogus cable, the materials relating to EUsberg 
and the other politically sensitive documents. I remember well his in- 
structions : Pie told me to shred the documents and “deep six” the brief- 
case. I asked him what lie meant by “deep six.” He leaned back in his 
chair and said: “You drive across the river on your way home at 
night — don’t you?” I said, yes. He said, “Well, when you cross over 
Jthe bridge on your way home, just toss the briefcase into the river.” 

I felt very much on the spot, so I told him in a joking manner that 
I would bring the materials over to him and he could take care of 
them because lie also crossed the river on his way home nt night. Fie 
said, no thank you, and I left his office and returned to my office. 

After leaving Erlichman’s office I thought about what he had told 
mo to do and was very troubled. I raised it with Fielding and he shared 
my feelings that this would be an incredible action to destroy potential 
evidence. I think Mr. Fielding appreciated my quandary — when Ehr- 
lichman said do something, he expected it to be done. I decided to think 
it over. I did take the briefcase out of my office because the closet that 
it was being stored in was used by the secretaries in the office and I 
did not have an available safe to hold the large briefcase. T was also 
giving serious consideration to Ehrlichman’s instructions. Accordingly, 
I placed the briefcase in the trunk of my car. where it remained until 
I returned it to the office after I had reached a decision that T could 
not follow Eh rli chman's instructions. T will explain in a few minutes 
how I handled the material in Hunt’s sa fe, but before doing so, I would 
like to continue with the sequence of events. 
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Mr. IOiiRLiciiarAX. I take it, Senator, and here I am speculating, 
rankly speculating. I forces an episode with Mr. McCord, which comes 
cut through Mr. McCord back through Caulfield to Dean. Now, how 
does John Dean justify having sent Mr. Caulfield to talk to .McCord? 

1 don’t know whether that is the explanation or not. but it certainly 
was suggested to me as I watched Mr. Dean at this tabic spinning this 
ale. 

Senator Gukxev. Let us go to another area which involved you and 
Mr. Dean and that is the papers that were taken from Hunt’s safe 
after it was opened by Dean’s people. Some of these pajxu-s, as you 
know, were very sensitive. Some were contained in a briefcase of Mr. 
Hunt’s. The testimony, of course, here is that Dean had a conversation 
with you about this and you made some suggestions about disposing 
of the papers that were in the briefcase. My recollection is that you 
advised Mr. Dean to deep-six these papers. Would you care to tell us 
about this meeting? 

Mr. Ehrlich3Iax. That was a meeting, if I heard the testimony 
correctly, which was also attended by other people and should be 
susceptible ot determination from independent witnesses. To correct 
an assumption in your question. Senator. I did not know the contents 
of Mr. Hunt’s safe except in the most general terms. I was told, and 
I can’t say who told me — probably Mr. Dean — that there was a pistol 
and a tape recorder and a number of documents, some of which had 
nothing, to do with Watergate but were very politically sensitive. 

Now, that was the general description. I had no occasion to look at 
them, I never saw them except as a few of them were sealed in an 
envelope and handed to Pat Gray. 

The conversation has to be weighed, the probability of such a con- 
versation where I said* run out and throw this in the river, has to be 
weighed against what I actually did. which I think the witnesses who 
were in the meeting on the 19th*will tell you that I did. 

We had had a meeting for two purposes on the 19th, which included 
Mr. Colson, Mr, Kehrli, staff secretary, and Ken Clawson on the White 
House staff. The meeting was for, as I say, two purposes — one, to try 
to determine what the facts were about Howard Hunt’s employment 
status* which was very murky at that point in time, because of some 
lack of documents or some confusion of documents, and things of that 
sort. 

The other purpose was to talk about what to do about this safe which 
had been found on the premises, and apparently had things in it that 
related to Howard Hunt, who was then, if not arrested, at least a prime 
suspect. 

The instructions which we agreed upon at that meeting were that a 
number of people should be present at the opening of that safe. We 
knew we had to have something from the GSA because they had to 
open the safe. But in addition to that. I specified to Mr. Kehrli. being 
present, that Mr. Dean be present and take custody. Then T think Mr! 

Kehrli suggested that a Secret Service agent be present under the cir- 
cumstances, because we were breaking into a safe in the White House. 

And that was the arrangement that was agreed upon when we broke 
up on the 19th. 

My purpose in doing that was twofold. One. this was a kind of 
extraordinary procedure and I thought there ought to be people who 


( 320 ) 



27.2 JOHN EHRLICHMAN TESTIMONY , JULY 25, 1973. 6 SSC 2612-14 

2613 

could, one, later on tell what had happened; two, I was concerned 
about the custody of these documents, the chain of evidence, the per- 
fectibility of proof if the time came and there were documents in there 
that bore on Mr. I flint's liability. 

So that was done, and it was done, I believe, that same day or that 
evening. 

Senator Gurxey. Yes. 

Mr. EimuciiMAX. Now, it seems to me that it would have been folly 
for me at some later time, then, to suggest that the briefcase be thrown 
into the flcodtide of the Potomac or that these papers be thrown in 
the river, or something of this kind. 

Xow, there was in this story also the suggestion of shredding. I don't 
think in mv life that I have suggested to anybody that a document be 
shredded. Shredding is just, not something that I have ever resorted 
to under any circumstances, nor proposed to anybody under any cir- 
cumstances. As I said, we have a great disposal system at the White 
House. If you really want, to get rid of a document, you put it in a 
burn bag and you seal it up and it s never opened again, and it goes 
into a furnace and that is the end of it. 

Senator Gcexey. But to get back to this second meeting when John 
Dean comes to you and tells you. we have got some pretty sensitive 
papers here, and as he alleges, you say, well, deep-six this briefcase. 
What'S your testimony on that ? 

Mr, EnrvLiciiMAX. I did not. I have no recollection of that kind of 
u conversation. 

Senator Gukxey. Did you make any other suggestion to him that 
he dispose of these papers in any other way? 

Mr. Eiirltckmax. We discussed what to .do about some papers 
which he told me about in the safe which really should not be leaked. 
Again, we have to come back to our FBI problem. And he was genu- 
inely concerned and when he explained it to me, I shared his concern, 
thntuf these documents were simply wholesaled to the Washington 
field office the FBI, we would be reading about it in Time magazine in 
vcrV short order. 

e Senator Gurney. Xow you are talking about the ones that were 
turned over to Gray? 

Mr. Eirrj,iCTiMAX. And so Mr. Dean came up with this idea, turn- 
ing them over to Pat Gray personally. And I certainly concurred in 
it. I thought that was an ideal solution to the problem. 

Senator OurxEY. Did that come up in this meeting when supposedly 
the deen-six con ve rent ion came up? 

Mr. EiiimiCfiMAX. Well. I gathered that that meeting was supposed 
to have been the meeting when Mr. Kehrli and the others were there. 

It would have necessarily been at that meeting, because the die was 
cast- thereafter. You know, the 20 bishops had witnessed the opening 
of the safe at this point. So it had to be that meeting. 

^ow, I do not know what meeting he is referring to. 

Senator Gurney. I think he said it was the 21st. 

Mr. EunurirMAX. The 21st. 

I met with Mr. Dean on the 21st in the afternoon. The only thing 
that I can say to you is that T certainly would not have and did not 
propose the destruction of those documents. 
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Senator Gurney. Well, let us get, then to — that is clear enough. 

Let us get to the Gray papers. As I understand your testimony now, 

Mr. Dean did raise these sensitive paper's. If they were just filed away 
in the FBI regular files and somebody got to them, why, ic would 
be very embarrassing to a lot of people. 

Mr. Eiirliciimax. That is what he said. 

Senator Gurn et. What happened to those papers ? Tell your version 
of the story from his first telling you that these were sensitive papers 
to where lie tells you something different about them? 

Mr. Eiirlichman. He agonized for several days about what to do 
with this situation. I was not involved in a lot of conversations with 
him about it. He was gone a couple of days during this interval because 
the river was flooding on account of Agnes hurricane. His house was 
near the river and so he was just out of the play for a couple of days 
during that particular time. He was moving his furniture up and put- 
ting up sandbags and whatnot. 

So he came back from that interlude and said he thought he had an 
idea as to how to solve this problem and that would be to deliver these 
documents in two parcels — one parcel to the field office and the other 
parcel to Pat Gray. I certainly concurred in that suggestion. It seemed 
to me like a good way of making sure that the documents did not leak 
as long as Mr. Gray held on to them. 

Senator Gurney. This was his suggestion to turn them over to 
Gray? 

Mr. Ehrlichmax. Yes, sir. 

Senator Gurnet. And then what happened ? 

Mr. Ehruiciiaian. Then, I said that either I would get Mr. Gray to 
come over, but I think what I said to him was Mr. Gray was coming 
over that day for another appointment and why didn’t he just bring 
them over when Pat Gray was there and deliver them to him. so two 
of us could say that the delivery had been made and we would put an 
hp end to this evidentiary chain, so to speak. 

Senator Gurnet. I understand that he did come over and he did 
bring the documents and Gray and he and you were there. Then, what 
happened? 

Mr. EinuJcmrAX. We were there. He said, “Pat, I would like to 
give you these.” The sense of it was that these were contents of Hunt’s 
safe that were politically sensitive and that we just could not stand to 
have them leaked. I do not know whether lie had talked to Gray before 
or not, because Gray seemed to understand the setting and the premise, 
so to speak. And he turned the documents over to him and John Dean 
then left. 

Senator Gurney. Did you say nothing during this whole meeting? 

Mr. Ehruichmax. I probably chimed in on the subject of leaks, 
which was then kind of a — was a theme that I was hitting with Mr. 
Gray right along. And as I have testified before. I do not recall the 
specific language that was used: The sense of the conversation between 
the tli roe of us, which was not a long conversation, was that the purpose 
of Pat Grav taking delivery of these was to avoid the leak problem 
which all of us recognized that the FBI was having. 

Senator Gurnet. Well. I seem to recall there was some Testimony 
about, to Gray bv someone, either Dean or von, that these documents 
should never see the light of day. Do you recall that ? 
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since the President, in his May 22 speech specifically says he told both 
you and Mr. Haldeman that he was concerned about the CIA problems 
and asked you to see to it that the investigation did not uncover these 
•things, on the 20th when you met with the President, did the President 
give you such instructions or raise these questions with you? 

Mr, Eiirlichmax. No. Those instructions came through Mr. Hal de- 
pan and were given to me I think the morning of the day of the meet- 
ing which would have been the 23d.. 

Mr. Dash. So actually the President’s statement on May 22 that he 
insinuated Mr. Ehrlichman and Mr. Haldeman, really should have 
been, he instructed Mr. Haldeman? 

Mr. EHPXicinrAX. Well, no, because he instructed me to attend the 
meeting^ but he instructed me through Mr. Haldeman and a great 
many of my requests from the President would come either from the 
staii secretary or from Mr. Haldeman or possibly someone else. It 
was not always face to face. 

Mr. Dash, Now, Mr. Hunt’s safe was opened on the evening of 
.June 19 according to the testimony received and Mr. Dean met with 
you on Jitne 21. Mr. Dean has testified that prior to that meeting he 
had examined the contents of the safe which were placed in his office 
and -at this time, did he inform you of the contents of the safe on the 
■21st? 

Mr. Ehrlichman. Well, your question, of course, assumes that Mr. 
Dean knew the contents of the safe. I have heard him testify both ways. 
Mayba I am wrong, but I thought his testimony was that he did not 
know the contents of the safe, but that Mr. Fielding had inspected 
the contents of the safe. 

I recall only one conversation with Mr. Dean about the contents of 
the safe in any sort of descriptive terms and I am sorry I cannot tell 
you whether it was on that occasion or the following week, but what 
he described for me was simply that there had been papers, a gun, some 
electronic equipment of some kind which I have heard described 
variously as a tape recorder and other kinds of electronic equipment, 
and that he reported to me that Fielding felt that some of the papers 
were very politically sensitive. 

Now, that was the full report, and when he gave that to me, whether 
it was the end of the week of the 19th or some time at the beginning of 
the week of the 26th, I am not able to tell you. 

Mr. Dash. Did lie not, when he reported to you about the contents of 
the safe, indicate it also included a forged cable involving President 
Kennedy and the so-called Diem assassination? 

Mr. Ehrlichman. No; he did not. 

Mr. Dash. Now, Mr. Dean has testified, and whether it was on this 
day when he reported to you on the contents or at a later day, that when 
he told you about the contents with regard to the briefcase, which ap- 
parently had some electronic equipment in it, that you said or told 
him to deep-six the contents. 

Now, did you tell him to deep-six the contents when lie gave you a 
description of the contents o f the sa fe ? 

Mr. EiiKLirmrAX. Well, I testified in response to Senator Gurney's 
question on that. In point of fact, Mr. Dash, what Mr. Dean testified 
to here, you are confusing one of his — one of his press leaks with his 
testimony, I think. He testified here that I told him to get rid of the 
briefcase, not the contents. 
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You probably read in one of the news magazines the other version, 
but the fact is that I never gave him any suggestion or direction to do 
either one. 

Mr. Dash. I think Mr. Dean did testify to deep-six the briefcase 
and certainly not take the contents out before he deep-sixed it. But 
you say you never gave him that instruction ? 

Mr. Ehrljchaiax. No, sir. 

Mr. Dash. Do you use the term deep-six? 

Mr. Ehrlichacax. Do I use it ? 

Mr. Dash. Yes. 

Mr. Eiirlichaiax. Well, I used it quite a bit since it was suggested 
to me. 

Mr. Dash. Prior to that? 

Mr,. Ehrlichaiax. Prior to that I do not think that was a familiar 
part of my lexicon. 

Mr, Dash. Apparently Dean did not seem to understand either what 
you meant and when asked, is it his testimony that you mentioned the 
'fact he goes over the bridge and he could drop it into the water. Do 
you recall that testimony? 

Sir. Ehrlich ac ax. No. I recall some testimony — oh, do I recall the 
testimony ? 

Mr. Dash. Yes. 

Mr. Ehrlichaiax. Yes. I recall hearing him say that here. 

Mr. Dash. And do you recall having told him that ? 

Mr. Ehrlichaiax. No; I did not tell him that. I do recall a conver- 
sation with Mr. Dean about the river because just at this time Mr; 
Dean’s house was in the process of being flooded by the Potomac, and 
we had quite a bit of discussion about the fact that he was away from 
work several days, sandbagging his house and moving the furniture, 
and so on, and we were discussing that in the context of his having held 
this material from the FBI for what he was concerned might be con- 
sidered to be an inordinate period of time. 

Mr. Dash. And so he may have gotten mixed up in your question 
about the house and the river 

[Laughter.] 

Mr. Ehrlichaiax. No. 

Mr. Dash [continuing]. With the contents? 

Mr. Ehrlichalvx. No. I do not think that Mr. Dean is at all mixed 
up. I think he knows exactly what he is trying to do. 

Mr. Dash. He is trying to testify. 

Now, Mr. Fielding testified in the depositions in the Democratic 
National Committee suit on May 15, 1973. It was Mr. Dean’s testimony 
before this committee that after he alleged 

Mr. Ehrlichaiax. Mr. Fielding testified that it was Mr. Dean’s 
testimony? 

Mr. Dash. No, no. I have not finished my question, please. 

Mr Ehrliciiaeax. Well, I am already mixed up. Could we start 
over? 

Mr. Dash. Yes. Mr. Dean testified after you had instructed him to 
deep-six or drop the briefcase in the water, that he went to see Mr 
Fielding arul reported back to Mr Fielding that that was the instruc- 
tion they were concerned about, primarily because too many people 
had actually seen what had come out of the safe. 
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Now, Mr. Fielding has von his deposition in the Democratic Na- 
tional Committee suit on May 15, 1073, and lot me read you what Mr. 
Fielding states in chat deposition. . 

In a question concerning the conversation he had with Mr. Dean, his 
answer was: 

I would say it was closer to the 20th than the 27th. I am afraid I cannot really 
pinpoint it much more than that. In the course of the conversations that we had, 
John indicated that there was a lot of concern about this material and we had 
a discussioa about it. I would have said this is not a quote, that it would be 
unfortunate If some of this stuff leaked out or is revealed to the press. By the 
same token, it all has to be turned over. It is all evidence, even though obviously, 
some of it is totally unrelated to the break-in. In the contest of that kind of con- 
versation. Mr. Dean indicated to me that Mr. Ehrlich man had suggested to him 
this was in the context of a conversation about a briefcase, that he deep-six the 
briefcase. 

Now, this is Mr. Fielding’s deposition recalling what Mr. Dean told 
him. 

Now. I just raise that to you on the basis that Mr. Dean testified 
that he had gone back to tell Mr. Fielding that you had told him that 
and Mr. Fielding has so deposed that he has. 

Mr. Ehrlichaiax. Well, Mr. Dash, it is perfectly silly to suggest 
that I would go to the elaborate lengths that I did in making sure that 
the Secret Service and Ivehrli and the G3A and somebody from Dean’s 
office was present at the opening of the safe and that I would give in- 
structions for taking custody of the contents and then make a sug- 
gestion like that. I mean, I think you have to give me credit for un- 
derstanding the importance of evidence in a case of this kind and I did 
understand that and on the 19th made dam sure that that evidence was 
preserved in a way that if there were a subsequent trial, the evidence 
could be identified and placed in evidence carefully. 

Mr. Dash. It was Mr. Dean’s testimony that he had to so instruct 
you that that was the problem, that so many people had seen it that 

would be inadvisable to do it. 

Mr. Ehrlichmax. Well, why don’t you ask Mr. Colson, Mr. Kehrli, 
and Mr. Clawson, who were also at that meeting, who it was that estab- 
lished the process by which the integrity of "that evidence would be 
preserved, and then perhaps you will get some independent view of it. 

Mr. Dash. Is it not true that you did seek to ask Mr. Clawson and Mr. 
Colson certainly by a telephone call concerning whether or not you 
had made such a statement to Mr. Dean ? And you have copies — I am 
now referring to a transcript of a telephone call that you had with Mr. 
Clawson which your attorney has provided under subpena to us. There 
is no date on this transcript. 

Mr. Eiirlichmax. There is a date on mine. 

Mr. Dash. No date on mine. What date do you have ? 

Mr. Eiiiu.ichmax. April 17. 

Mr, Dash. April 17 does appear on the Colson transcript. Now 

Mr. Ehrliciimax. For some reason they excised the date from your 
copy. 

Mr. Dash. Now. I will read this telephone conversation and ask that 
it he made part of the record. It is short and I can read it but I will 
refer primarily to where you were asking Mr. Clawson to recall being 
nfc a meeting and where the question of Hunt’s safe had been discussed 
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Indistinct document retyped by 
House Judiciary Committee staff 

Portion of handwritten notes (John Dean Camp David report) 


him to the office & take the contents. After 
opening the safe BK & FFF boxed the contents 
& sent them to BK's office for safe keeping. 

They boxes were delivered to my office 
the next morning. 

DEAN/ in & out 

#JWD &. FFF went through the material There 
were three items that I considered very [word unclear] . 

(1) Electronic Equipment. (2) Pol. [word unclear] memos un 
related to the W/G. (3) the fact that there was 
a gun & bullets 

/'in the heat of concern 
#1 reported what was found in vthe safe to 


JE & Colson. It was suggestea^that I 

"deep-six" the material, but I said I was 

unwilling to do that. I express concern for 

our tampering with the evidence and that we 

should merely hold it in my office because 

no one had requested it, I discussed this 

with FFF & he agreed [four words struck] 

said I would be [word unclear] to destroy evidence. 

Accordingly the contents we kept in my office. 

No [word unclear] was made, but my office is secure 
so I just left it in boxes, [word unclear] for 
classified cables which I had stored in a 
safe. 


Indistinct document retyped by 
House Judiciary Committee staff 
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28. On June 22, 1972 FBI agents interviewed Charles Colson in the 
EOB. John Dean was present. When the agents inquired about Howard 
Hunt’s office in the EOB, Dean told them either that he would have to 
check out whether Hunt had an EOB office or that the request to see 
Hunt’s office would have to be checked out. 
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28. 1 CHARLES COLSON^ DRAFT STATEMENT , SEPTEMBER 1973, 1, 10 



I appreciate tine opportunity to present this opening 
sta cement to your Committee. I shall first attempt to the bes 
of my recollection to recount my knowledge of the events 
surrounding the Watergate Affair. 

I will also attempt, if I may, to give this Committee 
some insight into the mood and atmosphere which existed in 
the White House during the Nixon years. I have followed your 
proceedings to date; it is clear that you are seeking to deter 
mine not only what in fact happened, but xvhy and how these 
things could have happened. 

AS TO THE FACTS: 


I first heard that there had been a burglary at the 
Democratic National Committee headquarters on the radio. It 
was Saturday , June 17, 1972. I thought it was no more than an 
ordinary burglary — one more addition to the D., C. crime 
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10 . 


that their proposals, whatever they were, be considered. Tnere 
was no discussion that I can recall of what it was that they 
were planning to do other than the fact that I have the distinct 
impression that it involved security at the convention an a/ or 
gathering intelligence during the Democratic National Convention. ,r 

As I recall, the meeting lasted no more than five 
minutes. The event had no significance in my mind insofar as 
Watergate was concerned until I learned this year for the first 
time what the plan in fact involved and of the meetings involving 
Mr. Mitchell, Mr. Magruder and others. 

On June 21, I suggested to Mr. Dean that I give a 
statement to the FBI. I believed if I were to give a formal, 
sworn statement as to my own- lack -of knowledge or Involvement, 
the fact of having done so might help to stem the flow of 
adverse publicity. I do not know whether it was as a result 
of my request, but shortly thereafter, Dean told me to come 
to his office for an interview with two FBI agents. I was 
questioned in the presence of Mr. Dean. 

On August 28, again accompanied by Dean, I gave 
a deposition to Mr. Silbert for the Grand Jury then investi- 
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Colson’s FBI Interview 

To the best of my recollection it was on June 20 or 21, that Colson 
told me in a casual conversation in the hail outside his office about an 
incident that he thought was painfully humorous. He told me that a 
member of his staff, Mr. Douglas Hallett, had an office in the same 
suite with Mr. Hunt, and Hallett was talking with a wire service re- 
porter while Hunt was in the other office. Colson said to me something 
to the effect : u Can you believe what a story that reporter might have 
had if Hunt had come walking out of his office while Hallett was being 
interviewed?” 

Colson gave me the impression that this incident had occurred on 
June IT or 19, but I do not recall which. However, I do recall Colson 
telling me that it had occurred, as Colson was very concerned about 
his relationship with Hunt. 

To the best of my recollection the FBI contacted me during the 
morning of June 22 and requested an interview with Colson. I so in- 
formed Colson, and an interview was arranged for that day. Colson 
said that he wanted me present when he was interviewed and also 
wanted to meet with me prior to the interview. He was insistent that 
I be present because he was concerned that the FBI report of the inter- 
view might not be accurate and he wanted someone else to attest to his 
story. 

Colson came to my office shortly before the scheduled meeting with 
the FBI. He said that he did not wish to get into unrelated matters 
and he said again that he had no information regarding the Water- 
gate. I told him I presumed that the agents would only be interested in 
his knowledge about the Watergate and his relationship with Hunt. 

The agents arrived, identified themselves, and somewhat to my sur- 
prise, gave Colson a warning of his rights, which he waived. I believe 
the committee has access to Mr. Colson’s FBI interview, which was 
rather brief, Colson imparted very little information to them. 

[The document referred to was marked exhibit No. 34r-16.*] 

Mr. Dean. I did not interject myself into the interview at any time, 
but did make some rough notes of items covered. In fact, I believe this 
was the only interview where I made any notes at all. I made these 
notes because Colson had expressed his concern before the interview 
regarding someone later being able to attest to his story. 

I have submitted to the committee the very rough notes, which have 
also been transcribed from my handwriting — the rough notes that I 
hastily jotted down during the interview, and find them very revealing 
in light of the statement that was made during the nomination hear- 
ings of Mr. Patrick Gray for the FBI directorship, and would like to 
digress for a moment regarding the comment that was made during 
those hearings that “Dean probably lied” to the FBI as to whether 
Hunt had an office in the White House. 

Dean Probably T/ran 

During the interview of Mr. Colson on June 22, the agents asked 
him if Mr. Hunt had an office in the White House. Colson responded 
that he thought Mr. Hunt had an office in the EOB, but he did not 

•See p. 1160. 
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know where it was located. This question came up about midway 
through the interview and was not, as I recall, pursued further at that 
point by the agents, other than a question to me as to whether it would 
be possible to get the room number. I said yes. At the end of the inter- 
view and as the agents were departing, they asked me if they could 
see— not whether Mr. Hunt had — rather whether they could see Mr. 
Hunt’s office right then. I told them I would have to check it out and 
_get back to them. 

Those are the facts as I remember them, and Colson happened to 
stop by my office on the day that Gray said I probably lied. I asked 
Colson for this recollection of the matter and he stated that he remem- 
bered it as I had remembered it. At that time I had forgotten that I 
had made the notes during Colson’s interne w, which clearly reflected 
that Colson had stated during the interview that Hunt had an office in 
the White House. A few days after Colson’s interview I called the 
agents and told them I had the materials from Hunt’s office and would 
get the material to them shortly. 

I learned after Mr. Gray made his statement during his nomination 
hearing that he based his conclusion on a report, written by the agents, 
some 7 months after the incident. When I talked with Gray about the 
matter during his nomination hearings and he informed me that he 
did not feel he could retract the statement without creating more 
problems, I told him that I did not think that the agents involved 
should be brought into the matter because I was sure that thev had 
honestly reported the matter as they had remembered it. I had dealt 
with the agents involved on several occasions and felt that they had 
called it the way they had remembered it, so I let the matter drop and 
decided that I would just have to take the rather unpleasant heat 
and live with it. 

Mr. Chairman, this could be a point where I could summarize part 
of this statement regarding handling of the FBI interview with the 
White House and just merely state generally that they follow a very 
similar pattern. 

Senator Eimx. That would be all right if you could indicate for the 
committee the pages on which the statements are made that you sum- 
marize so we can have those pages printed in full in the body of the 
record. 

Mr. Deax. All right, sir. I will summarize beginning at the bottom 
of page 63 through 66 and merely note to the committee that the 
handling of the FBI interviews at the White House followed the 
pattern that had first been established bv the interview with Mr. 
Colson. I cleared this procedure with Mr. Ehrlichman. He felt it was 
a good idea I was there. I was there when he was present or when 
he was interviewed and I think that the material is self-exnlanatory 
as to any questions that the committee might have regarding those 
interviews. 

Gexerae IIaxdltxo of FBI Interviews at tiif. White HorsE 

As pit v ion sly indicated the first person to bo interviewed at 
tlie White House bv the FBI was Colson and Colson had insisted 
that I be present during his interview and reo nested I review 
the matter with him prior to his interview. The Colson interview 
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Exhibit No. 34-16 

■ # HOW DID HUNT COME TO STAFF? 

CC AS A CONSULTANT. I KNEW HIM. PENTAGON PAPERS NEEDED SOMEONE 
TO REVIEW.. KNEW THAT HE WAS CAPABLE. 

# HOW DID YOU KNOW HIM? 

CC SOCIAL 

# ASSOCIATED WITH CIA? 

CC NO 

# 'POINT THAT WORKED ON DECLASSIFICATION PROJECT — WHO? 

CC DAVID YOUNG 

# STATUS: CC SAID ADVISED IN MARCH THAT HIS OFFICE ADVISED HIM 
NOT USING HUNT. 

# . HUNT HAD OFFICE IN WHITE HOUSE 

# DO YOU KNOW A MISS HASTINGS - NO 

•# ' DO YOU KNOW CADDY - NO 

# DO YOU KNOW ARRESTED INDIVIDUALS - NO 

# ALFRED BALDWIN - NO 

# DID YOU HIRE HUNT FOR SPECIFIC JOB - NO 

# DO YOU KNOW WHO FINANCED HUNT? - ONLY SALARY HERE,, 

MULLEN & BOOKS 

# WORKED YOUR OFFICE RE LEAKS - NO 
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Senator Byrd. What would be the necessity of continuing to meet 
and talk with Mr. Ehrlichman after you had had the initial discussion 
with him to proceed? 

Mr. Gray. I don’t know, and I am not going to go down that path 
until I can review my appointment records and review my recollection. 
I won’t say I met with him 6, 8, 12 times, until I know. It may be less. 
But I am talking from recollection. 

Senator Byrd. Can you indicate also for the record the content of 
the discussions that took place in each of those meetings? 

Mr. Gray. To the best of my recollection, yes, I will. 

Senator Byrd. The dates and whether or not anyone else was 
present, what you discussed in each instance? 

Mr. Gray. Whether it was by telephone, whether it was by meetings. 

Senator Byrd. In the material that you supplied for the committee, 
page 53 there was included a letterhead memo dated July 21, 1972, 
that you prepared at the request of and sent to John Dean, counsel 
to the President. On page 10 of that memo, you state; 

It was determined from Mr. John Dean that the personal effects of Everette 
Howard Hunt had been removed from Hunt’s office in the Executive Office 
Building and brought to his, Dean’s office. This material which was turned over 
to the FBI on June 27, 1972, included ancillary equipment for the transceivers 
and other equipment identical to items known to have been purchased by James 
Walter McCord, Jr, 

What were the circumstances involved in Mr. Dean turning over 
the equipment in Mr. Hunt’s office 10 days after the break in? 

Mr. Gray. This came up as a result of agents' desiring to find out 
whether or not Mr. Hunt had an office there. Mr. Dean said that he 
would have to check whether or not Mr. Hunt had an office there and 
would ascertain that. 

Indeed, at this point in time, the White House records indicated 
that Howard Hunt had ceased his employment as of March 29, 1972. 

We had previously ascertained that fact. Later we were delivered 
these materials and an inventory was made of these materials that 
were delivered to us. Included among those materials were a gun, 
electronic equipment tying in Hunt with the type of electronic equip- 
ment that was possessed by Mr. McCord, and top secret materials 
involving South Vietnam dispatches. 

Senator Byrd. Did Mr. Dean volunteer this evidence? 

Mr. Gray. We really didn't ask him for it. We didn't ask for a 
search warrant because at that point in time, when we were talking 
with Mr. Dean, we really didn't know what we were looking for. 

We didn't ask for a search warrant because we couldn't specify 
with particularity what we wanted. We didn't know. 

Senator Byrd. I noted the FBI interviewed Mr. Dean on June 27; 
.is this when the evidence was turned over? 

Mr. Gray. The evidence, as I recall, was turned over on June 26. 
Yes, this material was furnished to us on the morning of June 26, 1972. 
- Senator Byrd. You have indicated that there was electronic bugging 
equipment and there was a gun involved. 

What other evidence was turned over to the FBI at this time bv 
Mr. Dean? 

Mr. Gray. 1 would have to go to the inventory. There was a two- 
page inventory, as I recall. It is an exhibit to our summary, and I 
will produce that. It is a rather extensive inventory. 
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Senator Byrd. The next day "Mi*. Dean railed yon at 10 *.*25 a. in., re- 
garding leaks concerning material delivered to the FBI. M hat particu- 
lar teak and what specific material did he have in mind? 

Mr. Gray. He was calling me then about those rumors that were 
continuing, as he put it, to the ertect that the FBI was dragging its 
feet in this investigation and that a gun had been found in Mr. Hunt s 
effects. This was the subject of that call, as best as I can recollect it, sir. 

Senator Bran. On the same afternoon at 4:35 you called him. You 
state you have no recollection of the substance of that call. Could it 
have been with respect to Mr. IIunt ? s properties? 

Mr, Gray. No, I do uot think it was. I covered that pretty thor- 
ough! v in that morning call. That is why I am sure it isn t. I have 
tried to remember it. It could have been on leaks, it could have been 
on toll call records, or it could have been on witness interviews, but I 
just don ? t know. 

- Senator Byrd. Going back to Mr. Dean, when he indicated that he 
would have to check to see if Mr. Hunt had an office in the Old 
Executive Office Building, he lied to the agents; didn't he? 

Mr. Gray. I would say looking back on it now and exhaustively 
analyzing the minute details of this investigation, I would have to 
conclude that that probably is correct, yes, sir. 

3 Senator Byrd. Now, you Just conclude that at this point. 

How about on the 27th, the day after 

Mr. Gray, No, sir. No, sir, there were none of us that discussed it in 
that time frame. We did not even consider it. We didn't think about it. 

Senator Byrd. I cannot for the life of me, with all due respect to 
you, imagine how these things would not have occurred to you in the 
face of the chain of events that are on the record. 

Mr. Gray. We are looking at it in hindsight, Senator Byrd. 

Senator Byrd. I am talking about the 27th — looking back on the 
19th and the 22d of June. 

Mr. Gray. I think you have to place it in the proper perspective as 
we looked at it with a fast moving, fast-paced investigation, with, 
events and reports and details coming in. I am saying to you that it 
did not occur to us then. We were concerned at the time about the 
chain of custody. There is no question about that. 

Senator Byrd. Mr. Gray, hindsight is a very useful agent. Let's 
take hindsight for a moment. You indicated that Mr. Dean probably 
lied to the FBI agents as you now look back, yet yesterday you said 
you would continue to send to him raw FBI files if he requested them. 
Why would you now continue to send raw FBI files to an individual 
who probably lied, to use your words, to an FBI agent? 

Mr. Gray. Well, Senator Bvrd, I think that you have got to realize 
once again that I am a Bureau Chief in an executive department of the 
Government, that I have to take orders from somebody, that I do 
report to somebody, that I am just not out there in the open, you know, 
independent and doing exactly as I please, and that man is Counsel 
to the President of the United States. 

Senator Byrd. I recognize all this. 

Mr. Gray. I think you know that Lis first duty— I would like, if I 
may, to let the record clearly show that I have testified that his first 
duty was to the President of the United States in connection with the 
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29. Oil or about June 22, 1972 Acting FBI Director L. Patrick Gray 
met with John Dean. Gray told Dean the FBI had discovered that a 
$25,000 check drawn by Kenneth Dahlberg and four checks totalling 
$89,000 drawn on a bank in Mexico City payable to Manuel Ogarrio had 
been deposited in a Miami, Florida bank account of Bernard Barker, 
one of the persons arrested on June 17, 1972 at the DNC headquarters 
in the Watergate. Gray and Dean discussed the FBI’s alternative 
theories of the Watergate case, including the theory that the break-in 
was a covert operation of the CIA. Either that same day or the following 
morning Dean reported to Haldeman on his meeting with Gray, and 
Haldeman in turn transmitted the essence of the report to the President. 
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assist him in his inquiry. I asked Mr. Dean if he would be reporting 
directly to the President or through Mr. Haldeman or Mr. Ehrlichman. 
He informed me that he would be reporting directly to the President. 

At this meeting with Mr. Dean there was no discussion of whom 
we were going to interview or where our leads might take the investi- 
gation. We did discuss the scheduling of White House interviews 
through Mr. Dean and his sitting in on the interviews as counsel to 
the President. 

On Thursday, June 22, 1972, after being briefed by Mr. Charles W. 
Bates, Assistant Director, General Investigative Division, regarding 
the latest developments in the Watergate case and undoubtedly as a 
result of information developed at that briefing, I telephoned Director 
Helms of the CIA. I told him of our thinking that we may be poking 
into a CIA operation and asked if he could confirm or deny this. He 
said he had been meeting on this eA^ery day with his men, that they 
knew the people, that they could not figure it out but that there was no 
CIA involvement. 

I met again with Mr. Dean at 6 :30 p.m. the same day to again discuss 
the scheduling of interviews of White House staff personnel and to 
arrange the scheduling of these interviews directly through the Wash- 
ington field office rather than through FBI headquarters. At this meet- 
ing I also discussed with him our very early theories of the case; 
namely, that the episode was either a CIA covert operation of some 
sort simply because some of the people involved had been CIA people 
in the past, or a CIA money chain, or a political money chain, or a 
pure political operation, or a Cuban right wing operation, or a com- 
bination of any of these. I also told Mr. Dean that we were not zeroing 
in on any one theory at this time, or excluding any, but that we just 
could not see any clear reason for this burglary and attempted inter- 
cept of communications operation. 

I believe that it was at this meeting on June 22 that I told him of 
our disco very of a bank account in the name of Bernard Barker, who 
was arrested in the Watergate burglary, and the fact that a $25,000 
check associated with Kenneth Dahlberg and four checks drawn on a 
Mexican bank payable to Manuel Ogarrio, in the total amount of 
$89,000, were deposited in the Barker account. I do not have a clear 
memory of telling him about my telephone call earlier in the day to 
Director Helms regarding the question of CIA involvement, ft is 
likely that I would have discussed the Helms call with him in connec- 
tion with our discussion of the theories of the case, since Mr. Helms 
had informed me that there was no CIA involvement. 

On Friday, June 23, 1972, Mr. Bates met with me again to brief me 
on recent developments. I telephoned Mr. Dean following my meeting 
with Mr. Bates. I am quite certain that this call again involved the 
Barker bank account and the Ogarrio and Dahlberg checks. Either in 
this call or in the meeting of the preceding evening Mr. Dean first 
raised with me the idea that if we persisted in our efforts to investi- 
gate this Mexican money chain we could uncover or become involved 
in CIA operations. I remember telling Mr. Dean in one of these early 
telephone calls or meetings that the FBI was going to pursue all leads 
aggressively unless we were told bv the CIA that there was a CIA 
interest or involvement in this case. 
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First Meetings "Witi-i Mr. Gray Regarding the Investigation 

I believe that it was on June 21 that I first met with Gray in his 
office in the late morning regarding the FBI’s investigation. At that 
meeting he told me he fully realized the sensitive nature of the investi- 
gation they were pursuing and that he had placed his most trusted 
senior people in charge of the investigation. I told Gray that I had 
been asked to be kept informed about the investigation. Mr. Gray 
told me that he had been visiting a number of regional offices and 
would be doing so in the future. Thus, if I needed any information 
I should call Mr. Mark Felt in his absence. I might note at this point 
that indeed Gray was frequently absent from the city during the course 
of the investigation and this irritated Ehrlichman greatly when he 
asked me to get information from Gray and Gray was out of the city. 
On several occasions, in fact, Ehrlichman instructed me to tell Gray 
to return to the city and mind the store. I passed this message to Gray, 
but I cannot recall what prompted Ehrlichman to have me do so at 
this time. 

During my meeting with Gray on June 21 he also told me a man 
by the name of Mr. Bates was heading the investigation. I do not know 
Mr. Bates, and when I reported this back to Ehrlichman and he asked 
me who Bates was, I told him I did not know Bates. I can recall on 
several occasions Ehrlichman asking me if I thought that Gray knew 
what he was doing and if he had the investigation under control. I 
responded that he seemed to be relying on men in whom he had full 
trust. 

To the best of my recollection, it was during this June 21 meeting 
with Gray that he informed me that the FBI had uncovered a number 
of major banking transactions that had transpired in the account of 
one of the arrested Cubans— Mr. Barker. He informed me that they 
had traced a $25,000 check to a Mr. Kenneth Dahlberg and four checks 
totaling $89,000 to a bank in Mexico City. 

I do not recall whether I first learned about the Dahlberg check 
from Mr. Gray or whether I learned about it in a meeting in Mitchell’s 
office by reason of the fact that the FBI was trying to contact Mr. 
Dahlberg about the matter and Dahlberg had called Mr. Stans. At 
any rate, the fact that the FBI was investigating these matters was 
of utmost concern to Mr. Stans when ho learned of it. Stans was con- 
cerned about the Dahlberg check, I was informed, because it was in fact 
a contribution from Mr. Dwayne Andreas, whom I did not know, but 
I was told was a longtime backer of Senator Hubert Humphrey. 
Neither Stans nor Mitchell wanted Mr. Andreas to be embarrassed by 
disclosure of the contribution. The concern about the Mexican money 
was made a little less clear to me. I was told it was a contribution from 
a group of Texans who had used an intermediarv in Mexico to make 
the contribution. Although I had not been told, I assumed at that time 
that thev were concerned because it sounded to me as if it might have 
been a corporate contribution and clearlv a violation of the law. 

Mr. Stans also explained that he had checked with Sloan to find out 
how this money had ended up in Mr. Barker’s bank account and Sloan 
reported that ho had given the checks to Field v and ren ties ted that he 
cash them: He said he had no idea how Liddv had cashed them, but 
surmised that he had obviously used Barker to cash them. I was also 
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told — and I do not recall specifically who told me this- — that tins money 
had absolutely nothing 1 to do with the Watergate; it was unrelated and 
it was merely a coincidence of fact that Liddy had used Barker to 
cash the checks and Liddy had returned the money to Sloan. I was told 
that the investigation of this matter which appeared to be connected 
with Watergate but wasn't, was unfounded and would merely result 
in an unnecessary embarrassment to the contributors. Accordingly, 
Mitchell and Stans both asked me to see if there was anything the 
White House could do to prevent this unnecessary embarrassment. I, 
in turn, related these facts to both Haldeman and Ehrlichman. On 
June 22, at the request of Ehrlichman and Haldeman I went to see 
Mr. Gray at this office in the early evening to discuss the Dahl berg and 
Mexican checks and determine how* the FBI was proceeding with these 
matters. Mr. Gray told me that they were pursuing it by seeking to 
interview the persons who had drawn the checks. 

It was during my meeting w r ith Mr. Gray on June 22 that we also 
talked about his theories of the case as it was beginning to unfold. I 
remember well that he drew a diagram for me showing his theories. At 
that time Mr. Gray had the following theories: It was a setup job by 
a double agent; it was a CIA operation because of the number of 
former CIA people involved ; or it was someone in the reelection com- 
mittee who was responsible. Gray also had some other theories which 
he discussed, but I do not recall them now, but I do remember that 
those I have mentioned were his primary theories. 

Before the meeting ended, I recall that Gray and I again had a brief 
discussion of the problems of an investigation in the White House. 
Gray expressed his awareness of the potential problems of such an 
investigation and also told me that if I needed any information I 
should call either Mark Felt or himself. Gray also informed me that 
he was going to meet with the CIA to discuss their possible involve- 
ment and he would let me know the outcome of that meeting. 

On June 23 I reported my conversation with Gray of the preceding 
evening to Ehrlichman and Haldeman. We discussed the Dahlberg 
and the Mexican checks and the fact that the FBI was looking for 
answers regarding these checks. I had the impression that either Ehr- 
lichman or Haldeman might have had a conversation with someone 
else about this matter but this was mere speculation on my part at that 
time. 

Within the first days of my involvement in the cover up, a pattern 
had developed where I was carrying messages from Mitchell, Stans, 
and Mardian to Ehrlichman and Haldeman — and vice versa — about 
how each quarter was handling the coverup and relevant information 
as to what was occurring. I was also reporting to them all the informa- 
tion I was receiving about the case from the Justice Department and 
the FBI. I checked with Haldeman and Ehrlichman before I did any- 
thing. One of the few sets of early documents evidencing this working 
relationship witli Haldeman and Ehrlichman relates to responding to 
Larry O'Brien’s letter of June 24 to the President requesting the 
appointment of a special prosecutor. I have submitted these documents 
to the committee. 

[The documents referred to were marked exhibit No. 34-17.*] 
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SUBJECT: JAMES W. McCORD, JR., AND OTHERS 
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At A: 00 p.m. on 6/21/72, Mr. Felt, SAC Kunkel of WFO and I 
met with Mr. Gray on this case. We brought him up to date on all aspects. 

It was agreed that this was most important , that the FBI’s reputation was at 
stake, and that the investigation should be completely impartial, thorough 
and complete. Several points were discussed and these have already been 
furnished to the field for handling, such as reinterview with McCuin to 
identify the Secret Service official, further details regarding the $100 bills. 


In answer to our question, Mr. Gray instructed as follows: 
Hold up any dissemination of this information to Department or White 
House. Hold up electronic sweep. Hold any interviews of White House 
personnel. 


SAC Kunkel broached the theory that this was in furtherance 
of the White House efforts to locate and identify "leaks.” It was admitted 
this was a theory. Mr. Gray said we should, of course, consider this 
but not let it influence our complete investigation. I assured him the 
investigation was going full speed and that I would keep him briefed on 
any developments. 

At Mr. Gray’s request, SAC Kunkel and I met with him at 
9:30 a.m. , 6/22/72. He was brought up to date on developments over- 
night and was informed that all points he raised yesterday were being 
thoroughly explored. At this meeting he again instructed that the 
dissemination be held up and that the electronic sweeps be held. I told 
him that both the CIA and the Metropolitan Police had inquired of WFO 
about briefings in this matter and that I felt we should brief no one. He 
agreed. 


CWB : ige 
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Re: JAMES W. McCORD, JR., AND OTHERS 


At 10:25 a.m. , Mr. Gray called me and authorized our 
making an offer to the Democratic National Committee, the Credentials 
Committee, and the Republican National Committee for electronic sweep 
of their facilities. He also authorized a contact with Mr. John Dean of 
the White House regarding interviews and information needed there. 

This is being immediately handled by WFO. 

While on the phone with him, I advised him of a new development: 
Subject Barker had tried to cash a cashier’s check with the Republic National 
Bank, Miami, on 4/24/72. This check was drawn on the Boca Raton Bank 
and was for $25,000. The Republic Bank checked with the Boca Raton Bank 
and they were advised the check was good and had been obtained by 
Mr. Kenneth Harry Dahlberg. Our files show Dahlberg was investigated 
at the request of the White House in December, 1969. He is an industrialist 
from Minnesota, is a millionaire, and has been active in the Republican Party 
in the Midwest for a number of years. The White House records disclosed 
he was not presently connected with the White House. 


I talked to Mr. Gray again at 5 p.m. on 6/22/72 after his return 
to the office, I again went over the latest developments. 

At 3:15 pm on 6/23/72 Mr. Gray called me. He said he had 
just talked to the Deputy Director of CIA in his office and he briefed me in 
detail regarding the conversation. I again told him I felt the FBI had no 
choice but to continue our full investigation and obtain all the details. 

He agreed. 


At 6:00 p.m, on 6/23/72 Mr, Gray called me. He said he had just 
talked with Sandy Smith, a reporter for TIME magazine. Smith told him that 
TIME had adverse information affecting Mr. Gray but not affecting the FBI; 
that Gray had refused to permit Agents to check Colson’s telephone toll calls 
and to interview him and that Gray had instructed this investigation be wrapped 
up in 24-48 hours, the inferrence being it would be a whitewash by the FBI 
on Gray’s instructions. Mr. Gray told me he told Smith that the question had 
not arisen regarding Colson’s toll calls; that we had checked with Colson to 
get toll calls made by Hunt; that he had not instructed the case be wrapped up 
in 48 hours but had instructed that it receive immediate priority attention 
and that he had indicated he had held up the electronic sweep of the Democratic 
and Republican headquarters until he had all necessary facts and that the 
sweep had now been ordered. Mr. Gray instructed that I have all Agents in 
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At 4:00 p. m. on 6/21/72, Mr. Felt, -SAC KurJsel o! WFO.aad I 
Itn Mr. Gray on this case. We brought him up to date on all aspects, 
agreed that this v.as most important, that the FBI's reputation was at 
and that the investigation should bo completely impartial, thorough 
> triplet o. Several points were discussed and those have already been 
hod to the field for handling, such as reinterview with IvIcCuin to 
ty the Secret Service official, further details regarding the S100 bills. 


Hold u 
House, 
nor so; 


In answer to our question* Mr. Gray instructed as follows: 
p any dissemination of tins information to Department or White 
. ° Hold up electronic sweep. Held any interviews of White House 


SAC Kuricel broached the theory that this was in furtherance 
of the White House efforts to locate and identify "leaks." It was admitted 
this was a theory. Mr. Gray said we should, of course, consider this 
but not let it influence our complete investigation. I assured turn the 
investigation was going full speed and that I would keep him briefed on 
any developments. 
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JAKES WALTER MC CORD, JR., ET AL, BURGLARY. DEMOCRATIC 

NATIONAL COMMITTEE HEADQUARTERS , WASHINGTON, DC, JUNE 
Interception of Communications 
SEVENTEEN SEVEMTYTWO ; xO-Cs jKJ-stfSO,. 

Office of Origin: Washington Field Office 


SUMMARY- OF INVESTIGATION. 

INVESTIGATION AT REPUBLIC NATIONAL BANK, MIAMI, FLORIDA, 
REVEALED BANK RECORDS REGARDING "BARKER ASSOCIATES, INC." 
REFLECT FOUR CHECK S DEPOSITED TO BARKER ASSOCIATES, 
INCORPORATED ACCOUNT TOTALING EIGHTY NINE THOUSAND DOLLARS. 
ALL CHECKS DATED APRIL FOUR SEVENTYTUO . TWO CHECK S WERE 
DRAWN ON BANCO IHTERKACIOHAL, MEXICO CITY. BARKER ATTEMPTED 
TO CASH THESE CHECKS ON APRIL TWENTYO N£ SEVEMTYTWO BUT MIAMI 
BANK REFUSED UNTIL CHECKS WERE DEPOSITED AND CLEARED THROUGH 
FOREIGN BANK. BARKER RECEIVED CASH FOR THESE DEPOSITS Otl 
MAY EIGHT SEVEN TYTWO . ON THAT SAME DATE BARKER RECEIVED 
APPROXIMATELY TEN THOUSAND DOLLARS IN NEW ONE HUNDRED 
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DOLLAR BILLS BUT REPUBLIC NATIONAL BANK DID MOT MAKE ANY 
1DTE OF THE SERIAL MULDERS „ 

A SUBPOENA WAS SERVED TODAY AT MARYLAND NATIONAL BANK , 

EIGHT FOUR ZERO ZERO BALTIMORE BOULEVARD , COLLEGE- PARK , 

MARYLAND, TO THE CUSTODIAN Or RECORDS FOR ALL RECORDS AMD 
ACCOUNTS, ETC,, PERTAINING TO JAMES . iiC CORD AMD RECORDS 
OF MC CORD ASSOCIATES, BOTH OF ROCKVILLE , MARYLAND . THESE 
RECORDS ARE BEING REPRODUCED AMD WILL BE TURNED OVER TO THE 
FBI . 

ON THIS SAME DATE, SAC, WFO PERSONALLY. CONTACTED SENATOR 
ROBERT DOLE REPUBLICAN COMMITTEE NATIONAL CHAIRMAN , AND 
LAWRENCE O’ BRIEN , CHAIRMAN, DEMOCRATIC NATIONAL COMMITTEE 

c 

REGARDING THE "SWEEP" OF THE ABOVE HEADQUARTERS FOR BOTH 
PARTIES, BOTH WERE AGREEABLE. MR. 0 "BRIEN SUGGESTED THAT DUE 
TO A PRIOR BURGLARY AT THE OFFICE OF THE CHAIRMAN OF THE CREDENTIAL 
COMMITTEE, SHOULD BE INCLUDED IN THE SWEEP ., FORMER ASSISTANT 
END PAGE TWO 
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Mr. Hal deman. I don’t believe anyone else was. 

Chairman McClellan, Just you and the President? 

Mr, Haldeman. Yes, sir. 

Chairman McClellan. You say the five points you set 
out in your statement are the reasons given you by the Presi- 
dent for the necessity of that meeting. 

Mr, Haldeman. Yes, sir. If I can describe the chronology 
there, it might be helpful. 

Chairman McClellan. Start from the moment the President 
contacted you or began talking to you about a meeting. Start 
with that and give us your whole version of what happened from 
the minute you first knew that the President wanted a meeting 
set up. 

Mr. Haldeman. With your permission, could I go back a 
step prior to that? 

Chairman McClellan. We do not want to restrict or limit 
you in any way. You give us the true story, beginning with when 
you first knew that the President was interested in and wanted 
this meeting set up, the reasons why he wanted such a meeting, 
and what was to be the hoped for result, what was the objective 
of the meeting, what purpose was it to serve. 

Mr. Haldeman. Right. 

Either that morning, the 23rd or the preceeding afternoon, 
and I am not sure which, afternoon or evening, John Dean, as I 
can best recall this, and again it is trying to recall events 

Retyped from indistinct original 
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of a year ago, John Dean told me that the FBI was concerned 
about the question of whether there might be CIA involvement 
in some aspects of the Watergate affair, either directly or 
indirectly. 

In raising this concern of the FBI, I felt that something 
needed to be done at that point in time to guide the FBI as to 
whether there was involvement and, if so, what, and what prob- 
lems there might be in that respect. I transmitted this report, 

I in essence, to the President, I believe on the morning of the 
23rd. 

Chairman McClellen. That was John Dean who talked to you 
the day before? 

Mr. Haldeman. Either the day before or that morning. I 
am not sure which. 

Chairman McClellen. What authority or what responsibility 
did John Dean have in the matter at the time he talked to you? 
From what authority or motivation was he becoming involved or 
was involved at that time? 

Mr. Haldeman. John Dean was Counsel to the President. 

One of his areas of responsibility was the liaison and contact 
between the White House and the Justice Department and the FBI. 
In that regard, he was the man at the White House who was main- 
taining the hour-by-hour contact with the Bureau and other 
Justice Department officials in their investigation of the 
Watergate matter. 

Retyped from indistinct original 
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Mr. Pash. At tlKit meeting do you recall that there was a general 
discussion as to what happened, what information was current con- 
cerning the break-in and the relationship with the committee? 

Air. J[au>i’.ma'N. I have no specific recollection ol tliecontentsof that 
meeting but T uin sure, that given the time situation, that it must have 
been in regard t o the Watergate break-in. 

Mr. Pas n. Now, it is true, if you look at your record that during 
that period right a Her you get back there are about two or throe meet- 
ings on different, days. 

Mr. IIamjrman. Yes. 

Mr. Pash. I think you met- with him on the 20th, on the 23d, and on 
the 2Gth. Poes your record show that ? 

Mr. IIaldcm a x. I show--! lie re is an example now of my log of 
•Tune 20 that- does not show a meeting with those people that I have 
identified, that! have got in my summary here as a result of informa- 
tion from other sources. What my log shows is a meeting in John 
Ehrlichmaivs office which is all my secretary would know. She didn't 
know who was in the meeting. 

Mr. Dash. Night. 

Mr. Haddemax. I am sorry then you were going 

Mr. Pasii. I was saying do you have a record of a meeting with Mr. 
Dean on the 23d and again on the 2Gth after the meeting with him on 
the 20th? 

Mr. IJai.dkmax. Not in the log, no. The 23d? 

Mr. Pash. Yes. 

Mr. If aldemax. It doesn’t- show me I don't believe. 

Mr. I)asii. Do you have it in the summary that you have received 
from other sources? 

Mr. Haldemax. No; that doesn't show a meeting with Dean, either 
I think I talked with Doan on the phono that day, that morning. I 
don't believe 1 met with him but I am not sure. 

Mr. Pash. You indicated in your earlier testimony that Mr. Dean 
did give you a report of what happened and told you at that tune that 
he had told you. earlier about telling you after one of the meetings. 

Could vou place in any one of those meetings when lie told you ? 

Mr. TTamjkm ax. No ; I can't. 

Mr. Pash. Would it be your recollection that it would be during 


that week when vou not back? 

Mr. If at. dem ax. Not necessarily, no. As I say, the only meeting that 
I see with Dean during that week was the mooting in Mr. Ehrlichman's 
ay'Uce on the 20th apparently. 

Mr Pash. Did the President either communicate with you or did 
you have a meeting with the President prior, shortly prior, to June 
23, 1072? 

Mr. IIauwmax. I am sure I did. Do you want me to cheek? 

Mr. Pash. You met frequently with the President so you 

Mr. I Iauu.m ax. Yes. sir 

‘Mr. Pasii. So vou are pretty sure you can find such a meeting . 

Do you recall prior to that meeting on June 2*3. the President having 
a discussion with vou. concerning the investigation that would be on- 
going with regard to the A\ atergate break-ln and a concern he had 
that such mi investigation by the PET might include the work of the 
special investigating unit in the A\ Kite House and also the ( 1A? 
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30. On June 22, 1972 the President held a press conference. He 
was asked whether he had made an investigation to determine whether 
there was a direct link between the people who bugged the DNC headquarters 
and the White House. The President said: 

Mr. Ziegler and also Mr. Mitchell, speaking for 
the campaign committee, have responded to questions on 
this in great detail. They have stated my position 
and have also stated the facts accurately. 

This kind of activity, as Mr. Ziegler has indi- 
cated, has no place whatever in our electoral process, 
or in our governmental process. And, as Mr. Ziegler 
has stated, the White House has had no involvement 
whatever in this particular incident. 

As far as the matter now is concerned, it is 
under investigation, as it should be by the proper 
legal authorities, by the District of Columbia Police, 
and by the FBI. I will not comment on those matters, 
particularly since possible criminal charges are 
involved . 


Page 
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President Nixon news conference, June 22, 1972 
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in 1952 from Cornell and his LL.B. from Harvard in 
1955. He was admitted to the bar of the State of Califor- 
nia in 1956. 

Erickson is married and has two children. He resides 
in McLean, Va. 

note: The announcement was released at Key Biscayne, Fla. 

United Nations Conference on the 
Human Environment 

Statement by the President on the Conference Held 
June 5—16 in Stockholm . June 20, 1972 

I have just received a report on the United Nations Con- 
ference on the Human Environment concluded last Fri- 
day at Stockholm from Chairman Train who headed the 
large and distinguished United States delegation. 

The United States has worked long and hard over the 
past 18 months to help make the Conference a success. 
Representatives of 113 nations met together for 2 weeks 
to produce an impressive number of agreements on envi- 
ronmental principles and recommendations for further 
national and international action in this important field. 

The United States achieved practically all of its objec- 
tives at Stockholm. 

( 1 ) The Conference approved establishment of a new 
United Nations unit to provide continued leadership and 
coordination of environmental action, an important step 
which had our full support. 

(2) The Conference approved forming a $100 million 
United Nations environmental fund which I personally 
proposed last February. 

(3) The Conference overwhelmingly approved the 
U.S. proposal for a moratorium on commercial killing 
of whales. 

(4) The Conference endorsed our proposal for an in- 
ternational convention to regulate ocean dumping. 

(5) The Conference endorsed the U.S. proposal for 
the establishment of a World Heritage Trust to help pre- 
serve wilderness areas and other scenic natural landmarks. 

However, even more than in the specific agreements 
reached, I believe that the deepest significance of the 
Conference lies in the fact that for the first time in history, 
the nations of the world sat down together to seek better 
understanding of each other’s environmental problems 
and to explore opportunities for positive action, indi- 
vidually and collectively. 

The strong concern of the United States over the fate 
of our environment has also been demonstrated in our 
direct dealings with individual nations. The Great Lakes 
Waicr Quality Agreement which I signed in Ottawa this 
April with Prime Minister Trudeau was evidence of the 
high priority this Administration places on protecting the 
environment. The Environmental Agreement which I 


signed in Moscow on May 23 is proof of the desire of our 
Nation to work together with the others on the common 
task s of peace. 

I am proud that the United States is taking a leading 
role in international environmental cooperation, and I 
congratulate our U.S. delegation on its success at Stock- 
holm. The governments and people of the world must now 
work together to make the objectives of the Stockholm 
Conference a reality. 

E [E PRESIDENT’S 

,WS CONFERENCE OF 
NE 22, 1972 

The President. Ladies and gentlemen: 

Next week before the Congress recesses, I am planning 
to have a general news conference. Prior to that time, in 
talking to Mr. Ziegler, I found that a number of mem- 
bers of the press, looking back at previous news confer- 
ences, have indicated that there is a tendency for foreign 
policy and defense policy questions to dominate the con- 
ferences so much that questions on domestic policy do 
not adequately get covered. 

As a matter of fact, I have noted several of you in your 
commentaries, after some news conferences, have indi- 
cated that we have not given enough attention to the 
domestic issues. 

So, subsequently, after discussing the matter with Mr. 
Ziegler, I thought it would be useful this week, on this 
occasion, to hav e you here in the office for the purpose of 
covering domestic issues only. The session next week will 
be open to both foreign policy, defense policy, and 
domestic issues. 

So, today we will take all questions on domestic Issues 
and next week you can cover all three areas to the extent 
you wish to. 

Bugging of Democratic Headquarters 

O. Mr. O’Brien has said that the people who bugged 
his head quarters had a direct link to the White House. 
Have you had any sort of investigation made to deter- 

g whether this is true? 

=: President. Mr. Ziegler and also Mr. Mitchell, 
ng for the campaign committee, have responded to 
4 unions on this in great detail. They have stated my po- 
sition and have also stated the facts accurately. 

This kind of activity, as Mr. Ziegler has indicated, 
has no place whatever in our electoral process, or in our 
governmental process. And, as Mr. Ziegler has stated, the 
White House has had no involvement whatever in this 
particular incident. 

As far as the matter now is concerned, it is under in- 
vestigation, as it should be, by the proper legal authorities. 
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by the District of Columbia police, and by the FBI. I will 
not comment on those matters, particularly since possible 
criminal charges are involved. 

Food Prices 

Q. Mr. President, wholesale food prices have lead to in- 
creases in the cost of living in the last few weeks. Are you 
considering any kind of controls over the price of food? 

The President. In the whole area of inflation we have 
had a period of pretty good news generally. As you know, 
in 1969 and early 1970 the rate of inflation, the CPI, 
peaked out at 6 percent. Since that time it has been moving 
down and particularly since the August 15 new policy with 
the control system was announced, it has now been cut ap- 
proximately in half, running at around the rate of 3 per- 
cent. The most troublesome area however is the one you 
have referred to^— food prices. 

We cannot take too much comfort from the figures that 
came out yesterday because as you know they actually 
reflected a slight drop in food prices. I met yesterday, how- 
ever, with the Quadriad and Mr. Stein reported that the 
weekly reports that we get, which, of course, were not re- 
flected in yesterday’s numbers, indicate that meat prices, 
particularly, are beginning to rise again and rising very 
fast. 

For that reason, I have directed that the Cost of Living 
Council w'hich will be meeting this afternoon look into this 
matter to see what further action can be taken to deal 
specifically with food prices, but particularly with meat 
prices. 

Now with regard to meat prices, to give you an indi- 
cation of the direction of my thinking, you can move on 
the control side. But as we all remember in that period 
immediately after World War II, when we had controls 
but too much demand and too little supply, and all the 
black markets, controls alone will not work unless you also 
move on the supply side. 

At the present time, we have apparently a world short- 
age of meat, and particularly a shortage of meat in the 
United States where the demand is constantly going up, 
as the income of our people goes up. 

We have to get, therefore, at the problem of supply. 
Consequently, one of the areas that I am exploring is 
the quota system. I have directed our staff to check into 
the advisability of a temporary lifting of quotas on im- 
ported meat which will move on the supply side. It will 
not affect the problem immediately, but at least it would 
affect it ewer the next few months. 

That does not rule out, also, the possibility of moving 
on the control side and the control side is a matter where 
the Cost of Living Council is presently, or will be at 4 
o’clock this afternoon, considering a number of options 
which I will consider as the matter develops. 

Defense Budget and SALT Agreements 

Mr. President, this may be a borderline question in 
the domestic field, but I believe it may fall there since 
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the issues are before Congress. Could you tell us your 
view of the relationship between the development of 
offensive weapons, as proposed in your defense budget, 
and the SALT agreements? 

The President. I have noted the progress of the 
debate in the committee, and particularly the contro- 
versy, or alleged controversy and contradiction which 
seems in some quarters to have been developed between 
the views of the Secretary of Defense and the views that 
I have expressed and the views that have been expressed 
by Dr. Kissinger and Secretary Rogers. 

I think that I can put the thing in context best by 
first pointing out the Secretary of Defense’s position, and 
then relating that position to the overall position of the 
United States in attempting to develop policy that will 
adequately protect the security of the United States and 
also move forward on the arms limitation front. 

The Secretary of Defense has a responsibility, as I 
have a responsibility, to recommend to the Congress 
action that will adequately protect the security of the 
United States. Moving on that responsibility, he has 
indicated that if the SALT agreement is approved, and 
then if the Congress rejects the programs for offensive 
weapons not controlled by the SALT agreement, that 
this would seriously jeopardize the security of the United 
States. On that point he is correct. 

What I would suggest to the Congress and would rec- 
ommend to individual Congressmen and Senators, who 
will have the responsibility of voting on this matter, is 
the following course: First, the arms limitation agree- 
ments should be approved on their merits. I would not 
have signed those agreements unless I had believed that, 
standing alone, they were in the interest of the United 
States. As a matter of fact, the offensive limitation is one 
that is particularly in our interest because it covers arms 
where the Soviet Union has on-going programs which 
wall be limited in this 5-year period, and in which we have 
no ongoing programs. 

So, consequently, I would recommend and strongly 
urge that the Congress approve the ABM treaty, and also 
the limited, temporary, offensive limitations curb. How- 
ever, after the Congress moves in that field, all Con- 
gressmen and Senators — and this would, of course, in- 
clude them all — who are concerned about the security 
of the United States should then vote for those programs 
that will provide adequate offensive weapons in the areas 
that have been recommended by the Secretary of De- 
fense and by the Administration. 

Now the reason for that is twofold: first, because if 
we have a SALT agreement and then do not go forward 
with these programs, the Soviet Union will, within a 
matter of a very limited time, be substantially ahead of 
the United States overall, particularly in the latter part 
of the seventies. 

If the United States falls into what is a definitely second 
position, inferior position to the Soviet Union overall 
in its defense programs, this will be an open invitation 
for more instability in the world and an open invitation, 
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31. On June 23, 1972 H. R. Haldeman met with the President and 
informed the President of the communication John Dean had received from 
Acting FBI Director Gray* The President directed Haldeman to meet with 
CIA Director Richard Helms, Deputy CIA Director Vernon Walters and John 
Ehrlichman. Haldeman has testified that the President told him to ascertain 
whether there had been any CIA involvement in the Watergate affair and whether 
the relationship between some of the Watergate participants and the 
Bay of Pigs incident was a matter of concern to CIA. The President 
directed Haldeman to discuss White House concern regarding possible disclosure 
of covert CIA operations and operations of the White House Special Inves- 
tigations Unit (the "Plumbers") , not related to Watergate, that had 
been undertaken previously by some of the Watergate principals. The 
President directed Haldeman to ask Walters to meet with Gray to express 
these concerns and to coordinate with the FBI, so that the FBI's inves- 
tigation would not be expanded into unrelated matters that could lead 
to disclosure of the earlier activities of the Watergate principals. 
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to meet with this committee and to clear up anything that I 
can be helpful in cleaning up in regard to the matter that 
you have under inquiry. 

I believe that the only area in which I can be helpful 
to you in your investigation is with regard to the reported 
meeting of White House and CIA officials last June. 

r ln that regard, on June 23, 1972, John Ehrlichman and I 
were requested by the President to meet with Director Richard 
Helms and Deputy Director Vernon Walters of the CIA. 

To the best of my recollection, the purpose of this 
meeting was five-fold: 

One, to ascertain whether there had been any CIA involve- 
ment in the Watergate affair; 

Two, to ascertain whether the relation between some of 
the Watergate participants and the Bay of Pigs was a matter of 
concern to CIA; 

Three, to inform the CIA of an FBI request for guidance 
regarding some aspects of the Watergate investigation because 
of the possibility of CIA involvement, directly or indirectly; 

I could interject there that this request had been made 
known by John Dean, counsel to the President, and had been 
transmitted by me to the President immediately upon being told 
of it by John Dean. 

The President, as a result of that, told me to meet 
with Director Helms and General Walters and John Ehrlichman 
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to get into this matter as I am laying it out here. 

The fourth purpose was to discuss White House concern 
regarding possible disclosure of non-Watergate-related 
covert CIA operations or other national security activities, 
not related to Watergate, that had been undertaken previously 
by some of the Watergate principles [sic]. 

Fifth, to request General Walters to meet with Acting 
Director Gray of the FBI to express these concerns and to 
coordinate with the FBI so that the FBI's area of investigation 
of the suspects , the Watergate suspects , not be expanded 
into unrelated matters which could lead to disclosure of 
their earlier national security and CIA activities. 

The meeting was held in Mr. Ehrlichman 1 s office on the 
afternoon of June 23 and, to the best of my recollection, all 
of the above points were covered. 

As I recall, Director Helms assured us that there was 
no CIA involvement in the Watergate and also that he had no 
concern from the CIA's viewpoint regarding any possible con- 
nections of the Watergate personnel with the Bay of Pigs 
operation. Helms told us he had given this assurance to 
Gray directly. 

Walters agreed to meet with Gray as requested. I do not 
recall having any further communication or meeting with Walters, 
Helms or Gray on this subject. 

I do not specifically recall the question of "Mexican 
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Kunzig, who is now an associate judge of the U.S. Court 
of Claims. 

Mr. Sampson has been Acting Administrator of Gen- 
eral Services since June 2, 1972. He joined the General 
Services Administration in 1969 as Commissioner of the 
Federal Supply Service. From 1970 to 1972 he was Com- 
missioner of the Public Buildings Service in GSA and the 
first Deputy Administrator of GSA for Special Projects. 

He came to the General Services Administration after 
6 vears in Pennsylvania State government, where he was 
secretary of administration and budget secretary under 
Gov. Raymond P. Shafer, and deputy secretary for pro- 
curement, department of property and supplies, under 
Gov. William W. Scranton. Prior to entering government 
service, he was employed by the General Electric Co. for 
1 2 years. 

Mr. Sampson was born on October 8, 1926, in Warren, 
R I. He received his B.S. degree in business adminis- 
tration from the University of Rhode Island in 1951 and 
has done graduate work at the George Washington 
University. 

Active in several professional organizations, Mr. Samp- 
son was presented the Svncrgv III Award for outstanding 
contributions toward the advancement of architecture by 
the Society of American Registered Architects in 1972. 
In 1973 lie was selected as one of the Top Ten Public 
Works Men of the Year, and he was named an honorary 
member of the American Institute of Architects. 

He and his wife, Blanche, have four children and reside 
in Washington, D.C. 

note: For the President’s statement upon announcing his intention 
to nominate Mr. Sampson, see the preceding item. 

The Watergate Investigation 

Statements by the President. May 22, 1973 

Recent news accounts growing out of testimony in the 
Watergate investigations have given grossly misleading 
impressions of many of the facts, as they relate both to my 
own role and to certain unrelated activities involving na- 
tional security. 

Already, on the basis of second- and third-hand hearsay 
testimony by persons either convicted or themselves under 
investigation in the ease, I have found myself accused of 
involvement in activities I never heard of until I read 
about them in news accounts. 

These impressions could also lead to a serious misunder- 
standing of those national security activities which, though 
totally unrelated to Watergate, have become entangled in 
the case. They could lead to further compromise of sensi- 
tive national security information. 


I will not abandon my responsibilities. I will continue 
to do the job I was elected to do. 

In the accompanying statement, I have set forth the 
facts as I know them as they relate to my own role. 

With regard to the specific allegations that have been 
made, I can and do state categorically : 

1. I , had no prior knowledge of the Watergate 
operation. 

2. I took no part in, nor was I aware of, any subsequent 
efforts that may have been made to cover up 
Waterga tc. 

3. At no time did I authorize any offer of executive 
clemency for the Watergate defendants, nor did I 
know of any such offer. 

4. I did not know, until the time of my own investiga- 
tion, of any effort to provide the Watergate defend- 
ants with funds. 

5. At no time did I attempt, or did I authorize others 
to attempt, to implicate the CIA in the Watergate 
matter. 

6. It was not until the time of my own investigation 
that I learned of the break-in at the office of Mr. 
Ellsbcrg’s psychiatrist, and I specifically authorized 
the furnishing of this information to Judge Byrne. 

7. I neither authorized nor encouraged subordinates to 
engage in illegal or improper campaign tactics. 

In the accompanying statement, I have sought to pro- 
vide the background that may place recent allegations in 
perspective. I have specifically stated that executive 
privilege will not be invoked as to any testimony concern- 
ing possible criminal conduct or discussions of possible 
criminal conduct, in the matters under investigation. I 
want the public to learn the truth about Watergate and 
those guilty of any illegal actions brought to justice. 


Allegations surrounding the Watergate affair have so 
escalated that I feel a further statement from the President 
is required at this time. 

A climate of sensationalism has developed in which 
even second- or third-hand hearsay charges are headlined 
as fact and repeated as fact. 

Important national security operations which them- 
selves had no connection with Watergate have become 
entangled in the ease. 

As a result, some national security information has 
already been made public through court orders, through 
the subpoenaing of documents, and through testimonv 
witnesses have given in judicial and Congressional pro- 
ceedings. Other sensitive documents arc now* threatened 
with disclosure. Continued silence about those operations 
would compromise rather than protect them, and would 
also sen e to perpetuate a grossly distorted view — which 
recent partial disclosures have given — of the nature and 
purpose of those operations. 


^ “ 0 


( 358 ) 



31.2 PRESIDENT NIXON STATEMENT , MAY 22, 1973, 
9 PRESIDENTIAL DOCUMENTS 693, 696 


PRESIDENTIAL DOCUMENTS: RICHARD NIXON, 1973 


records having been removed with the change of adminis- 
trations) and which bore directly on the negotiations then 
in progress. Additional assignments included tracing down 
other national sccuriu leaks, including one that seriously 
compromised the U.S. negotiating position in the SALT 
talks. 

The work of the unit tapered ofT around the end of 
1971. The nature of its work was such that it involved 
matters that, from a national security standpoint, were 
highly sensitive then and remain so today. 

These intelligence activities had no connection with the 
break-in of the Democratic headquarters, or the aftermath. 

I considered it my responsibility to see that the Water- 
gate investigation did not impinge adversely upon the na- 
tional security area. For example, on April 18, 1973, 
when I learned that Mr. Hunt, a former member of the 
Special Investigations Unit at the White House, was to 
be questioned by the U.S. Attorney, I directed Assistant 
Attorney General Petersen to pursue every issue involving 
Watergate but to confine his investigation to Watergate 
and related matters and to stay out of national security 
matters. Subsequently, on April 25, 1973, Attorney Gen- 
eral Kleindienst informed me that because the Govern- 
ment had clear evidence that Mr. Hunt was involved in 
the break-in of the office of the psychiatrist who had 
treated Mr. Ellsbcrg, he, the Attorney General, believed 
that despite the fact that no evidence had been obtained 
from Hunt’s acts, a report should nevertheless be made to 
the court trying the Ellsbcrg ease. I concurred, and di- 
rected that the information be transmitted to Judge Byrne 
immediately. 

Watercate 

The burglary and hugging of the Democratic National 
Committee headquarters came as a complete surprise to 
me. I had no inkling that any such illegal activities had 
been planned bv persons associated with my campaign; 
if I had known, I would not have permitted it. My im- 
mediate reaction was that those guilty should be brought 
to justice, and, with the five burglars themselves already 
in custody, I assumed that they would be. 

Within a few days, however, I was advised that there 
was a possibility of CIA involvement in some way. 

It did seem to me possible that, because of the involve- 
ment of former CIA personnel, and because of some of 
their apparent associations, the investigation could lead 
to the uncovering of covert CIA operations totally unre- 
lated to the Watergate break-in. 

In addition, by this time, the name of Mr. Hunt had 
surfaced in connection with Watergate, and I was alerted 
to the fact that he had previously been a member of the 
Special Investigations Unit in the White House. There- 
fore, I was also concerned that the Watergate investigation 
might well lead to an inquiry into the activities of the 
Special Investigations Unit itself. 


In this area, I felt it was important to avoid disclosure 
of the details of the national security matters with which 
the group was concerned. I knew that once the existence 
of the group became known, it would lead inexorably to 
a discussion of these matters, some of which remain, even 
today, highly sensitive. 

r l wanted justice done with regard to Watergate; but in 
the scale of national priorities with which I had to deal — 
and not at that time having any idea oF the extent of 
political abuse which Watergate reflected — I also had to 
be deeply concerned with ensuring that neither the covert 
operations of the CIA nor the operations of the Special 
Investigations Unit should be compromised. Therefore, 

I instructed Mr. Haldcman and Mr. Ehrlichman to ensure 
that the investigation of the break-in not expose cither an 
unrelated covert operation of the CIA or the activities of 
the White House investigations unit — and to see that this 
was personally coordinated between General Walters, the 
Deputy Director of the GIA, and Mr. Gray of the FBI. 
It was certainly not my intent, nor my wash, that the in- 
I vestigation of the Watergate break-in or of related acts 
^[jjjjnpeded in any way. 

On July 6, 1972, I telephoned the Acting Director of 
the FBI, L. Patrick Gray, to congratulate him on his 
successful handling of the hijacking of a Pacific Southwest 
Airlines plane the previous day. During the conversation 
Mr. Gray discussed with me the progress of the Water- 
gate investigation, and I asked him w'hether he had talked 
w ith General Walters. Mr. Gray said that he had, and that 
General Walters had assured him that the CIA was not 
involved. In the discussion, Mr. Gray suggested that the 
matter of Watergate might lead higher. I told him to press 
ahead with his investigation. 

It now seems that later, through whatever complex of 
individual motives and possible misunderstandings, there 
were apparently wide-ranging efTorts to limit the inves- 
tigation or to conceal the possible involvement of members 
of the Administration and the campaign committee. 

I was not aware of any such efforts at the time. Neither, 
until after I began my own investigation, was I aware of 
any fundraising for defendants convicted of the break-in 
at Democratic headquarters, much less authorize any such 
fundraising. Nor did I authorize any offer of executive 
clemency for any of the defendants. 

In the weeks and months that followed Watergate, I 
asked for, and received, repeated assurances that Mr. 
Dean’s own investigation (which included reviewing files 
and sitting in on FBI interviews with White House per- 
sonnel) had cleared everyone then employed by the White 
House of involvement. 

In summary, then: 

( l ) l had no prior knowledge of the Watergate bug- 
ging operation, or of any illegal surveillance activities for 
political purposes. 

(2) Long prior to the 1972 campaign, I did set in 
motion certain internal security measures, including legal 
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Mr. Dash. At that meeting do you recall that there was a general 
discussion as to what happened, what information was current con- 
cerning the break-in and the relationship with the committee? 

Mr. Haldeman. I have no specific recollection of the contents of that 
meeting but I am sure, that given the time situation, that it must have 
been in regard to the Watergate break-in. 

Mr. Dash. Now, it is true, if you look at your record that during 
that period right after you get back there are about two or three mee£ 
ings on different days. 

Mr. Haldeman. Yes. 

Mr. Dash. I think you met with him on the 20th, on the 23d, and on 
the 26th. Does your record show that ? 

Mr. Haldeman. I show — there is an example now of my log of 
June 20 that does not show a meeting with those people that I have 
identified, that I have got in my summary here as a result of informa- 
tion from other sources. What my log shows is a meeting in John 
Ehriichman s office which is all my secretary would know. She didn’t 
know who was in the meeting. 

Mr. Dash. Right. 

Mr. Haldemax. I am sorry then you were going 

Mr Dash. I was saying do you have a record of a meeting with Mr. 
Dean on the 23d and again on the 26th after the meeting with him on 
the 20th? 

Mr. Haldemax. Not in the log, no. The 23 d ? 

Mr. Dash. Yes. 

Mr. Haldeman. It doesn’t show me I don’t believe. 

Mr. Dash. Do you have it in the summary that you have received 
from other so urces ? 

Mr. Haldemax. No; that doesn’t show a meeting with Dean, either. 
I think I talked with Dean on the phone that day, that morning. I 
don't believe I met with him but I am not sure. 

Mr. Dash. You indicated in your earlier testimony that Mr. Dean 
did give you a report of what happened and told you at that time that 
he had told you earlier about telling you after one*of the meetings. 

Could you place in any one of those meetings when he told you ? 

Mr. Haldemax. No ; I can’t. 

Mr. Dash. Would it be your recollection that it would be during 
that week when you got back? 

Mr. Haldemax. Not necessarily, no. As I say, the only meeting that 
I see with Dean during that week was the meeting in Mr. Ehrlichman’s 
office on the 20th apparently. 

Mr. Dash. Did the President either communicate with you or did 
you have a meeting with the President prior, shortly prior, to June 
23, 1072? 

Mr. Haldemax. I am sure I did. Do you want me to check? 

Mr. Dash. You met frequently with the President so you 

Mr. Haldemax. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Dash. So you are pretty sure you can find such a meeting? 

Do you recall prior to that meeting on June 23, the President having 
a discussion with vou concerning the investigation that would be on- 
going with regard to the Watergate break-in and a concern he had 
that. such an investigation bv the FBI might include the work of the 
special investigating unit in the White House and also the CIA? 
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Mr. Haldeman. Not prior to the 23d. I do recall such on the 23d. 

Mr. Dash. On the 23d ? 

Mr. Haldeman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Dash. Was that on the 23d itself ? 

Mr. Haldeman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Dash. Is that what prompted your having a meeting with Mr. 
Helms and Mr. Walters on the 23d ? 

Mr. Haldeman. Yes. 

Mr. Dash. And Mr. Haldeman, could you tell us what was the pur- 
pose of that meeting with Mr. Helms and Mr. Walters; what you said 
and what they said ? 

Mr. Haldeman. OK. 

Mr. Dash. To the best of your recollection. 

Mr. Haldeman. I have covered that in my statement and I — I don’t 
know how much detail you want to get into on that. I have made a 
more detailed statement before another Senate committee that is look- 
ing into this matter in considerable detail and I would be glad to read 
that statement or put it into your record. 

Mr. Dash. Let me just ask you this question because I think we do 
have your statement. 

Mr. Haldeman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Dash. And I think we also have your more detailed statement 
that has been submitted to us. 

Mr. Haldeman. OK. 

Mr. Dash. Mr. Helms and Mr. Walters have recounted their recol- 
lection of the meeting and Mr. Walters has testified, and provided 
memorandums indicating that at that meeting he was, in effect, ordered 
by you to go to see Mr. Gray and tell Mr. Gray that an investigation 
of the Watergate matters might uncover CIA activities and, therefore, 
to restrict the investigation to such an extent as not to do that. 

Do you recall that such a conversation took place ? 

Mr. Haldeman. Well, without — I am not sure of the accuracy and I 
don’t think you want to get into the specifics of Mr. Walters’ testi- 
mony. I think vou are asking for my recollection of that conversation. 

Mr. Dash. Yes. 

Mr. Haldeman. So without commenting on either of the accuracy 
of Mr. Walters’ recollection or your recitation of it, because he has 
given a number of different statements and depositions in this thing 
that make it rather complex, but the meeting, one of the purposes of 
the meeting, as assigned to me by the President on the morning of 
the 23d when he told me to have, to have me and Ehrlichman to meet 
with Director Helms and Deputy Director Walters, in addition to 
ascertaining whether there was any CIA involvement, whether there 
was anv CIA concern about earlier activities of people who had been 
arrested at the Watergate, was to tell the CIA Directors that the FBI 
had expressed concern that as to whether there was CIA involvement 
or any impingement. 

Mr. Dash. Did you know at that time Mr. Helms had actually told 
Mr. Gray the day before, on the 22d, that there was no CIA 
involvement? 

Mr. Haldeman. I did not know that prior to our meeting with Mr. 
Helms and Mr. Walters. 
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is that the President was not directly involved himself and lie was 
not told by anyone until March, when he intensified his own investiga- 
tion. Even then, he was given conflicting and unverified reports that 
made it impossible to determine the precise truth regarding Water- 
gate or the coverup and, at the outset at least, he was relying primar- 
ily on one man, John Dean, who has admitted that he was a major par- 
ticipant in the illegal and improper coverup, a fact unknown to the 
President until March 1973. 

Any attempt on my part at this time to try to identify those who 
participated in, directed, or knew of the illegal coverup would of ne- 
cessity be based totally on hearsay. 

CONTAINMENT 

There was a concern at the White House that activities which had 
been in no way related to Watergate or to the 1972 political campaign, 
and which were in the area of national security, would be compromised 
in the process of the Watergate investigation and the attendant pub- 
licity and political furor. The recent public disclosure of the FBI 
wiretaps on press and NSC personnel, the details of the Plumbers 
operations, and so on, fully justifies that concern. 

r As a result of this concern and the FBI’s request through Pat Gray 
to John Dean for guidance regarding some aspects of the Watergate 
investigation, because of the possibility of CIA involvement, the Presi- 
dent directed John Ehrlichman and me to meet with the Director and 
Deputy Director of the CIA on June 23. We did so and ascertained 
from them that there had not been any CIA involvement in the Water- 
gate affair and that there was no concern on the part of Director Helms 
as to the fact that some of the Watergate participants had been in- 
volved in the Bay of Pigs operations of the CIA. We discussed the 
White House concern regarding possible disclosure of ncr> -Watergate- 
related covert CIA operations or other nonrelated national security 
activities that had been undertaken previously by some of the Water- 
gate participants, and we requested Deputy Director Walters to meet 
with Director Gray of the FBI to express these concerns and to 

L coordinate with the FBI, so that the FBI’s area of investigation of 
the Watergate participants not be expanded into unrelated matters 
which could lead to disclosures of earlier national security or CIA 
activities. 

Walters agreed to meet with Gray as requested. I do not recall 
having any other communication, or meeting, with Walters, Helms, or 
Gray on this subject. I did not, at this meeting, or at any other time, 
ask the CIA to participate in any Watergate coverup, nor did I ever 
suggest that the CIA take any responsibility for the Watergate break- 
in. I believe that the action I took with the CIA was proper, according 
to the President’s instructions, and clearly in the national interest. 

There were a number of newspaper stories and allegations raised 
during the period following the Watergate break-in that posed new 
questions regarding the facts of Watergate or related matters. When- 
ever any such questions arose, the President would again ask that the 
facts be ascertained and made known publicly as completely and 
quickly as possible, but there always seemed to be some reason why 
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32. In the early afternoon of June 23, 1972 John Mitchell, Campaign 
Director of CRP, met with Maurice Stans, Chairman of FCRP, in Mitchell's 
office. They discussed the Dahlberg and the Mexican checks. Stans knew at 
that time that these checks were campaign contributions that Hugh Sloan, 
Treasurer of FCRP, had given to Gordon Liddy ti> be converted to cash. 
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Mr. Mitchell. This was not collected, this was held except for one 
item, and I am sure the staff is much more familiar with Mr, Stans’ 
record than I am but I think he testified that the $75,000 was made up 
of $45,000 that he had in a safe deposit box that came from the 1968 
campaign and $30,000 that had come from some Filipinos who were 
to be returned; if I am not mistaken that is the $75,000 and he did not 
come to me on it. 

Senator Tal>iadge. There was a great deal of testimony that this 
committee has had, as you know, about disbursement of funds, and we 
found that over a million dollars was disbursed in cash with no checks 
to support it or anything else. Some cash was bandied around in large 
amounts, and it was amazing to me that a man as able, a certified pub- 
lic accountant, as Mr. Stans would let money be handled in such a 
loose fashion. You would concur that you ought not kick around a mil- 
lion dollars in cash without accountability, wouldn't you? 

Mr. Mitchell. I would subscribe to that wholeheartedly, in fact I 
would go down to half a million or a quarter of a million. 

Senator Talmadge. Or even $1. 

Mr. Mitchell. I agree with that. 

Senator Talaiadge. Now, you mentioned these Dahlberg and Mexi- 
can checks. Mr. Stans testified that you met with him on June 23, 1972, 
regarding those checks, is that a correct statement? 

Mr. Mitchell. Yes, sir. If I remember correctly, Mr. Stans and I 
had lunch on that day and we had a further meeting which has been 
totally screwed up in the testimony here on the 24th. 

Senator Talmadge. Do you want to try to correct it? 

Mr. Mitchell. I would be delighted because of the various versions 
and it was a matter of some concern of this committee because of the 
implication that Mr. Stans was brought into the picture of having in- 
formation about the Watergate, which is not true. 

With respect to the 23d, to the best of my knowledge it does show 
that Mr. Stans and I had lunch in my diary. Now the 24th, this is the 
sequel of the Mardian-LaRue debriefing or interviewing of Liddy and 
the information they got from Magruder’s involvement with Liddy 
in the payment of money and it resulted in Mardian going to talk to 
Magnifier, and getting this story that it was only $40,000 at the most 
that I could have given Liddy or whatever the number was $40,000 or 
$50,000, and this, of course, was quite contrary to what Mr. Liddy had 
told Mr. Mardian. 

So Mardian came up and got my secreta v to get Sloan in from his 
house into the office, the 24th being a Satin day where there was this 
confrontation and, by the way, I would like to interpolate here that 
this is the only meeting that I ever had with Hugh Sloan at any time 
after June 17 and it wasn’t in connection with his going to the FBI 
as he has testified to. 

The meeting took place with Mardian, Magruder, and Sloan, in 
which Magruder was saying, “Well, it couldn’t have been more than 
$40,000 or $50,000” and Sloan was saying, “It is much, much more than 
that. But I won't tell you because I am going to have to talk to Mr. 
Stans.” 

And this is, by the way, where I will also have to put the record 
straight. Sloan was a pretty low individual on that particular day and 
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Senator Gurney. Did you have any phone calls? 

Mr. Stans. None that my records show. 

Senator Gurney. Do you recall any? 

Mr. Stans. I do not recall any. 

Senator Gurney. At some point in time, of course, you learned, as 
we all have, about Watergate, the people who were the key people in 
it and to the best of your recollection when did you learn about 
Watergate and who were the key people in it and from whom? 

Mr. Stans. The first thing I learned about Watergate, to the best 
of my recollection was on June 23 when I received a call from Fred 
LaRue, as I testified yesterday, and he said : “Do you know Kenneth 
Dahlberg?” 

And I said: “Yes, I know Kenneth Dahl berg very well.” 

He said: “Well, did you know that his contribution ended up in 
the bank account of one of the fellows who was arrested in the 
Watergate?” 

And I said: “To the best of my knowledge Mr. Dahlberg didn't 
make a contribution, particularly in that amount of money that you 
mentioned.” 

He said: “Well, we had better talk about it.” 

So he came down to my office and we reviewed the situation. I 
recalled, of course, the circumstances under which Dahlberg had given 
us the check, and we called Dahlberg on the phone and got him to 
come to Washington to review the whole matter. That is my first 
knowledge of the Watergate situation. 

Senator Gurney. Did you ever discuss it with John Mitchell at any 
time near this point in time? That is June 17. 

Mr. Stans. Well, I would be sure that I discussed this with John 
Mitchell on a number of occasions and my records show that the first 
time I talked to John Mitchell after the 17th was on the 23d when we 
had lunch in his office. I am not sure what the conversation was about. 
Whenever I met with Mitchell I usually had a list of five or six things to 
talk about. I would not presume that we didn't talk about the Water- 
gate. I am sure it was a subject of interest but certainly r not about who 
and when and why. 

Senator Gurney. Did LaRue come to you in January 1973, this 
year, and ask you for the names of some of the larger contributors to 
the campaign? 

Mr. Stans. Yes; I reported that to the staff of the committee. He 
asked me for the names of some contributors to whom he might go 
for money for a White House project. 

Senator Gurney. What was the project? 

Mr. Stans. He didn't tell me. 

Senator Gurney. Did you ask him? 

Mr. Stans: No; I did not. Mr. LaRue again was a man of high 
standing in the campaign. He had been assistant to John Mitchell. 
There were no revelations at that time involving him in anything 
and I had total confidence in anything Mr. LaRue told me. 

Senator Gurney. Have you ever conferred with John Mitchell, 
Magruder, Haldeman, Ehrlichman, Dean or any r bodv else on the cover- 
up of Watergate? 

Mr. Stans. I have no recollection of any discussion with anyone 
about the coverup on the Watergate until after the disclosures that 
have occurred within the last 2 months. 
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checks, $89,000 drawn on a Mexican bank account. I think it is time 
for you in your own words to describe what you know about that, what 
you did about it, and who you discussed the matters about it with. 

Mr. Stans. I will be happy to tell you because I do not think the full 
story has ever been told in one place before. This is my recollection of 
the sequence of events. 

On April 3 of last year, I received a telephone call from Bill Liedtke, 
who was then our finance chairman in the State of Texas. He said, “I 
have a U.S. citizen residing in Texas, who is a propsective contributor 
for $100,000, but he wants to give it in U.S. funds that are now in 
Mexico. Is this legal?” 

I said, “I am quite sure it is, but let me check again and I will call 
you back.” 

I checked with our counsel, found out it was perfectly legal for a 
U.S. citizen to give any foreign funds he wanted, and called back to 
Liedtke and told him so. 

Now, the next thing that I knew about the transaction was after 
April 22, when I came back from a vacation, and at a meeting I 
learned from Mr. Sloan that on April 5, Mr. Liedtke’s representative, 
Roy Winchester, had brought to Washington to the committee 
$100,000 in the form of a contribution from an unnamed person; that 
it was in the form of checks drawn on American banks by a Mexican 
bank; that he was not sure how to handle checks of that nature; and 
that he set them aside. They had clearly arrived before the change in 
the law on April 7. He set them aside to talk to counsel for the com* 
mittee and did so the following week. 

The committee counsel suggested that they be reconverted into 
cash, into dollars, and took the checks from Sloan for that purpose. 

So when I got back from my vacation, as I sacid, I found out about 
the checks, I found out he had given them to counsel, and I found out 
that the proceeds of the checks had not yet been returned. 

At this point, I was of the understanding that the four checks 
totaled $100,000, and I did not know until I read in Time maga- 
zine somewhere along the line there that the four checks totaled only 
$89,000 and that $11,000 of the $100,000 was in currency. 

Now, from here on, I have to quote what Mr. Sloan said, because I 
had not seen the checks nor did I see the proceeds of the checks come 
back to him. But according to him, the proceeds of the checks came 
back to him less a collection fee of $2,500 that was imposed on it, and 
he held the money and included it in a bank deposit that was made on 
May 25. 

Now, that is my recollection of the transaction. You may have other 
questions about it. 

Mr. Edmisten. No, I will leave those for the Senators. 

Mr. Stans. I would like to point out, though, that the General 
Accounting Office has concluded that the funds were properly received 
before April 7 and that there was no requirement to report them. 

Mr. Edmisten. Now, what did you have to do with the so-called 
Dahlberg check? You received checks, did you not, from Mr. Dahl- 
berg? 

Mr. Stans. Yes. May I recite the details of that transaction as I 
understand it? 

Mr. Edmisten. Yes. 

Mr. Stans. Kenneth Dahlberg, as I recollect it, was a member of 
the early finance committee working in the State of Minnesota and 
Dwayne Andreas was a Minnesota resident who also had a place of 
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living in Florida, in a hotel that he owned. As I understand it from 
Dahlberg, somewhere around as early as January, Andreas said: “I 
want to help the President's campaign and I will give you §25,000 
when you get around to it.” He confirmed that to Dahlberg in 
February. 

In March, on the 12th, and this I get from Andreas, he decided to 
get the money in hand and he decided to make the contribution in 
cash because he was a close friend of Hubert Humphrey and a con- 
tributor to Humphrey's campaign as well as a friend of the President, 
and he wanted to achieve all the anonymity he could achieve. 

On March 12, he instructed his secretary to get together S25,000 
of money, which he did, from a tax-paid account, and put it in an 
envelope to be given to Mr. Dahlberg on the 15th of March at a 
meeting of a board of directors of a bank of which both Dahlberg and 
Andreas were directors. Unfortunately, on the 14th, Dahlberg found 
suddenly that he had to go to Europe to deal with the affairs of an 
affiliated company there, and he could not attend the meeting. So 
Andreas continued to hold the money in an envelope. 

On the 5th of April, having in mind the change in the law that 
would take place in the next day or so, Andreas, in Florida, called 
Dahlberg in Minnesota and said: 

I still have that money. I would like to give it to you before the change in the 
law; can you pick it up? 

And Dahlberg said: 

I cannot get down there before the 7th. I will get down there on the 7th and 
arrange it to pick it up. 

Andreas said: 

Well, I want the contribution to be made now, made effect ive now. So I will 
put it in an envelope in your name and put in the safe deposit box in the hotel 
in your name. You can pick it up whenever you are ready, but I want the under- 
standing between you and me that title has passed and it is your money and you 
» accept it as of today. 

Dahlberg said, “I do,” and called me and relayed the transaction, 
and I advised him on the basis of legal advice that I had already 
received that a commitment of that nature was properly a contribu- 
tion before April 7 and when received would not have to be reported. 

On April 7, Dahlberg went to the hotel in Florida, but arrived too 
late t > pick up the money because the safe deposit box had been closed. 

He talked to Andreas on the 8th and arranged for the two to get 
together on the 9th, and at Dahlberg's request, Andreas took the 
money out of the safe deposit box and delivered it to Dahlberg on 
the 9th. 

On the 10th, Dahlberg bought a cashier's check for that because he 
did not want to cany that amount of money around with him from 
Florida to Washington, where he was due on the 11th for a meeting of 
all of our State finance people on our committee. 

On the 11th, at an intermission in the meeting, Dahlberg endorsed 
the check and handed it to me, with the explanation that, “This is 
the money from Andreas.” And I had a full accounting of the sequence 
of the transaction up to that date. 

I thereupon, the same day, as quickly as possible, gave the check 
to the treasurer, explained to him the background that this was money 
that had been contributed before the 7th, and asked him to determine 
the accounting handling of the check. 
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The treasurer, not being sure, discussed it with the general counsel 
for the committee and the general counsel suggested that he take the 
check and convert it into cash. The treasurer gave him the check. 

Now, again, I can report what the treasurer has said, that he did 
not get the proceeds of the check back until some time in May. He 
received them in full and they were deposited in a bank account on 
May 25. 

Now, as to those two transactions and several others in a similar 
category, we treated that as cash on hand on April 7 and reported it 
in the report of the media Committee To Re-Elect the President, in 
the amount of $350,000, and that exact amount of $350,000 was de- 
posited in that committee's bank account on May 25. We felt that we 
had complied with every requirement of the law as to the handling 
and reporting of that money; we had accounted for it fully. 

The General Accounting Office subsequently cited our committee 
for a possible violation of the law in failing to report the $25,000. But 
the Department of Justice, in a letter some months later, concluded 
that there was no violation of the law in the handling of that trans- 
action. 

Mr. Edmisten. Mr. Stans, when was the first time that you learned 
that these checks had cleared through a bank account of Bernard 
Barker? 

Mr. Stans. It was well after the Watergate event of June 17. 

Mr. Edmisten. Now, shortly after that, did you have any discus- 
sions with Mr. John Mitchell or anyone at the White House concerning 
any of these checks during the week immediately following? 

Mr. Stans. I don't recall any specific conversation with John 
Mitchell, but I do recall a conversation with Fred LaRue and subse- 
quently with Robert Mardian. 

Mr. Edmisten. What did you talk about? 

Mr. Stans. As I recall it, it was the morning of the 23d of June, 
which was 6 days after the Watergate affair. I received a phone call 
from Fred LaRue, saying, “Do you know Kenneth Dahlberg?” 

And I said, “I certainly do.” 

He said, “Well, his contribution ended up in a bank account of one 
of the fellows who was arrested.” 

I said, “Dahlberg didn't make a contribution.” 

He said, “Well, it is his check.” 

So he came down and we discussed it and concluded that, in some 
manner or other, Dahlberg's check must have reached the bank 
account of Bernard Barker. 

We called Dahlberg and discussed it with him, got him to Wash- 
ington on that same day, met with him, and he met with LaRue and 
I think with Mardian, and got all the facts of the transaction in hand. 

L it was clear that neither Dahlberg nor I nor Hugh Sloan had anything 
to do with the checks, that check or the Mexican checks, entering the 
Barker bank account. They could only have gotten there through the 
hands of our general counsel, Gordon Liddy, who had taken them into 
his custody. 

Mr. Edmisten. Mr. Stans, I am going to skip along, I don't want 
to encroach on the committee. At one time did you approve or consent 
to giving Mr. Fred LaRue $80,000? 

Mr. Stans. Yes, I did. Would you like to know the background of 
that? 
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Senator Talmadge. Then that raises this question, Mr. Stans: Why 
did you allow Mr. Sloan, contrary to your explicit instructions, to 
casually report to you only several weeks later the deposit of the 
$25,000 check received from Mr. Dahlberg and $89,000 check in 
Mexican bank checks? 

Mr. Stans. Well, Senator, I fairly well covered that in my testimony 
yesterday. 

The fact is that I was not aware that the Mexican bank checks had 
even been received until I got back from my vacation around the 24th 
of April. The fact also is that the record shows that, before I went on 
that vacation, I left a memorandum of tilings to be done by the staff, 
and one of the items was a request for Mr. Sloan to balance up his 
cash as soon as possible. 

Now, Mr. Sloan had given those checks to Mr. Liddy, he followed 
up with Mr. Liddy and I think his testimony is that he followed up 
several times, and Liddy said, “It takes time to get that money back.” 

Mr. Sloan did get the money back in early or mid-May and deposited 
it. 


I think the followup was as thorough as we could have expected it 
to be. 

Senator Talmadge. But you got the Dahlberg check personally, 
I believe, did you not? 

Mr. Stans. Yes, it went through my hands, and I had it for a 
short time on the 11th of April. 

Senator Talmadge. Mr. Stans, are you telling 

Mr. Stans. I think, Senator, what you are bringing out is the 
difference in the function between the chairman and the treasurer 
I raised the money — he had no part in soliciting contributions. He 
did the bookkeeping and the accounting and I had no part of that, 
and once I turned a check over to Mr. Sloan, I had every reason to 
assume that it would be handled in due course and only when I 
learned abouth things that were not handled in due course — as that 
Abel check — did I raise questions with Mr Sloan about it. 

Senator Talmadge. Are you telling us, Mr. Stans, that as a cer- 
tified public accountant, a member of the Accountants Hall of Fame, 
former Secretary of Commerce, and who further had been personally 
selected bv the President to be the Director of the Budget and di- 
rector of the committee to raise $50 million for his reelection campaign 
you intended all this money to be spent without any of your super- 
vision and control? 

Mr. Stans. No, I am not telling you that at all, Senator. I did 
exercise some supervision and control. I got a daily report of all the 
contributions received which I looked over every day. I indicated to 
the extent that I knew people personally their first names so that the 
letter of acknowledgement and appreciation would be a first-name 
basis. 

I got reports from time to time, I had a daily staff meeting, I saw 
the summaries of the reports that were filed with the General Account- 
ing Office. So I did exercise supervision but I did not, Senator, have 
anything to do with the day- to -da}' work of the treasurer's office. 

Senator Talmadge. Now, you realize that the reporting act went 
into effect on April 7, 1972, do you not? 

Mr. Stans. That is correct. 

Senator Talmadge. And a very stringent law? 
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Mr. Sloan. I know Texas, but whether it was just restricted to 
Texas, I am not sure. 

Senator Ervin. You do not know from your own knowledge, of 
course, whether they came from fund raising or whether they came 
from correspondence? 

Mr. Sloan. As I recall, all the checks were individual checks. The 
cash funds — I might explain. There was a listing in the briefcase, the 
total amount which equaled the total amount in the briefcase. Individ- 
ual names were associated with each of those items. 

Senator Ervin. Were any checks brought at that time in addition 
to these four Mexican checks? 

Mr. Sloan. Oh, yes, sir. 

Senator Ervin. I thought that the rest was in cash. Was I mistaken 
in that? 

Mr. Sloan. Yes, sir. I think a large proportion of it was in personal 
checks from contributors. 

Senator Ervin. I would like to hand you a check that purports to 
be drawn on the First Bank and Trust Co. of Boca Raton, a cashier’s 
check, to the order of Kenneth H. Dahlberg.* I hand that to you and 
ask if you can identify that? 

Mr. Sloan. Yes, sir; that appears to be accurate. 

Senator Ervin. When did that check reach the office of the Com- 
mittee To Re-Elect the President? 

Mr. Sloan. I did not know when Secretary Stans received it. I 
believe he turned it over to me sometime in the week following April 7. 

Senator Ervin. This check was not dated, this cashier’s check was 
not dated until April 10, 1972, 3 days after the new law went into 
effect. 

Mr. Sloan. Secretary Stans, in giving that check to me, told me it 
represented pre-April 7 funds. 

Senator Ervin. The committee proceeded upon the advice of Mr. 
Liddy to the effect that if somebody promised them money before 
April 7, or they had agreed to make a disbursement before April 7, 
that that did not have to be reported — is that so? 

Mr. Sloan. I believe that is correct, Senator. 

Senator Ervin. Now, what happened to these four Mexican 
checks 

Mr. Sloan. Senator, excuse me. In response to that other question, 
presumably, Mr. Liddy gave his advice to Secretary Stans. He did not 
specifically give that advice to me. It was represented that way to me 
by Secretary Stans. 

Senator Ervin. In other words, Mr. Stans told you that Mr. 
Dahlberg’s check had been received somewhere under some cir- 
cumstances by somebody before April 7, and, therefore, even though it 
had not reached the committee or any person authorized to receive 
funds on behalf of the committee, that it was received before April 7? 

Mr. Sloan. My understanding was that Mr. Kenneth Dahlberg, 
who was an authorized representative of the committee, had received 
it from Mr. Dwayne Andreas. As to the exact circumstance of that ar- 
rangement, I do not know. 

Senator Ervin. Were not the four Mexican checks and the Dahl- 
berg check deposited in a bank in Miami, Fla.? 

* The document referred to was later marked exhibit No. 25 on p. 631. 
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Mr. Sloan. That is what I understood happened to them, Senator, 
t was certainly not under my instructions. 

Senator Ervin. Can you explain to the committee why the checks 
were transmitted from Washington to Miami and deposited in a bank 
in Miami to the credit of Bernard L. Barker? 

Mr. Sloan. I have no idea, Senator. 

Senator Ervin. Would you not infer from those circumstances that 
somebody that had something to do with the checks did not want 
anybody to know about receiving the checks and wanted to hide them? 

Mr. Sloan. Senator, my understanding when I received them was a 
judgment had been made that they were pre-April 7 contributions 
and, therefore, were not required to be reported. I did turn them over 
to Mr. Liddy to have them converted to cash. He handled them from 
there. Why he gave them to Mr. Barker, I have no idea. 

Senator Ervin. Well, even though they did not have to be reported, 
can you inform us why, instead of bemg put in the safe in the com- 
mittee office, why they were sent down to Florida? 

Mr. Sloan. I do not know why they went to Florida, Senator. The 
reason for the conversion of those checks to cash was to attempt to 
comply with the spirit of the old law of distributing an individuars 
contribution in S3, 000 increments among pre-April 7 committees. But 
as those bank accounts had been closed out, the only way to do this 
was by converting it to cash and counting that cash as a transfer as 
cash on hand in the Media Committee To Re-Elect the President. It 
was reported in that figure. 

Senator Ervin. I am. a little mystified. How could it comply with 
the old law with reference to the receipt of $3,000 or less in cash by 
having $114,000 deposited in the bank account of Bernard L. Barker 
in Miami, Fla.? 

““Mr . Sloan. Senator, I do not know any circumstances surrounding 
the deposit of the checks in Mr. Barker's account. That was not my 
intent in turning those checks over to Mr. Liddy. 

Senator Ervin. Who instructed you to turn them over to Mr. 
*Liddy? 

Mr. Sloan. I believe I took them to Mr. Liddy in response to the 
conversation of Secretary Stans. He asked me, do we have any prob- 
lem in handling these? I told him I did not know; I would check with 
counsel. His recommended way of handling this was a diversion to 
cash. He offered at that time to handle that transaction for me. It took 
him until mid-May to return those funds to me in cash form, minus 
jjgughly $2,500 expenditure. 

^Senator Ervin. I hate to make comparisons, but I would have to 
say on that, Mr. Liddy in one respect was like the Lord, he moves 
in mysterious ways his wonders to perform. [Laughter.] 

Now, as a matter of fact, do you not know that some of the funds 
that were drawn out, that represented proceeds of these checks 
which were drawn out of the Miami bank on Mr. Barker, were found 
in the possession of some of the people who were caught in the burglary 
at the Watergate? 

Mr. Sloan. I have since learned that; yes, sir. 

Senator Ervin. How long was it after the break-in before you 
learned that? 

Mr. Sloan. I believe not that specific reference, but the fact that 
these men had been found with $100 bills in their possession came out 
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Mr. Mitchell 

T -r- ' T ~ m O ^ 1 079 

8:15 

AG attended White House meeting. 

9:20 

AG ret. to office 

9:21 

AG SAW Mardian, LaRue and Magruder 

10: OG 

AG attended White House meeting 
Presidential Surrogates Briefing 

11:45 

AG ret. to office 

11:50 

AG SAW Senator Sears 

12:55 

AG spoke with Mr. Stans 

1:10 

AG SAW Fred LaRue 

1:30 

Mrs, Peggy Ebbitt ret. AG’s call and 

Pi: 35 

AG SAW Hr. Stans 

2:00 

Mr. Kalmbach ret. AG's call and t. 

2:20 

AG ret. Secy Butz call and t. 

2:30 

AG r*tt. Mr. Timmons call and t. 

2:50 

AG called Peggy Ebbitt and t. 

3:00 

AG SAW Fred LaRue and Bob Mardian 

3:10 

Mr. Flannigan ret. AG's call and t. 

3:30 

AG called Mr. Ed Weisl 

3:40 

AG called Mr. Timmons and t. 

3:50 

AC SAW Fred LaRue 

4 : 00 

AC cft’ic.' Cla.-h MacG-.v.gor and t. 
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33. At approximately 1:30 p.m. on June 23, 1972 pursuant to the 
President's prior directions, H. R. Haldeman, John Ehrlichman, CIA 
Director Helms and Deputy CIA Director Walters met in Ehrlichman 's 
office. Helms assured Haldeman and Ehrlichman that there was no CIA 
involvement in the Watergate and that he had no concern from the CIA's 
viewpoint regarding any possible connections of the Watergate per- 
sonnel with the Bay of Pigs operation. Helms told Haldeman and 
Ehrlichman that he had given this assurance directly to Acting FBI 
Director Gray. Haldeman stated that the Watergate affair was creating 
a lot of noise, that the investigation could lead to important people, 
and that this could get worse. Haldeman expressed concern that an 
FBI investigation in Mexico might uncover CIA activities or assets. 
Haldeman stated that it was the President's wish that Walters call on 
Gray and suggest to him that it was not advantageous to push the 
inquiry, especially into Mexico. According to Ehrlichman, the Mexican 
money or the Florida bank account was discussed as a specific example 
of the kind of thing the President was evidently concerned about. 
Following this meeting, Ehrlichman advised Walters that 
John Dean was following the Watergate matter on behalf of the White 
House . 
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21, 1972 
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General Walters. I was the Defense attache to France. 

Mr. Dash. How long were you in that position ? 

General Walters. Four and a half years. 

Mr. Dash. Prior to your joining the CIA could you just briefly tell 
us what contacts, if any, you have had with the President of the United 
States, President Nixon? 

General Walters. My first contact with President Nixon was when 
he was Vice President. I was detailed to accompany him on a trip 
around South America. I went to eight countries with him and served 
as interpreter, translator, and aide at that time. In two of those coun- 
tries I was in the car with Mr. Nixon when extreme violence was en- 
countered, mob violence, and if I were to tell this committee that I 
did not feel admiration and respect for the courage and calmness Mr. 

Nixon showed at that time, I would not be telling you the whole truth. 

Subsequently, I saw — I did not work for Mr. Nixon again during 
the period between the time he left the Vice Presidency and the time 
he became President, I saw him perhaps two or three times in those 
8 years. 

After be became President I went on two or three of the trips abroad 
he took to countries where I spoke the language and could translate for 
him. I have not had any private conversation with the President since 
I became Deputy Director of the Central Intelligence Agency; that is, 

^ince May 2. 

^jSTr! Dash. Shortly after you became Deputy Director of the Central 
Intelligence Agency, did you attend a meeting at the White House 
with Mr. Haldeman, Mr. Ehrlicliman, and Director Helms on June 23, 

1972? 

General Walters. Yes, I did. 

Mr. Da’sh. Could you tell us how that meeting was arranged? 

General Walters. During the morning of June 23 I received a phone 
call, I do not recall exactly how, telling me that I was to be there at 
Mr. Bhrlichman’s office on 

Mr. Dash. You say you received a telephone call ? 

General Walters. Yes. 

Mr. Dash. From whom? 

General Walters. I do not know whether I received it personally 
or my secretary received it just stating I was to be at Mr. Ehrlichman’s 
office from Mr. Helms, it mav have come from Mr. Helms 7 secretary 
at 1 :30 that afternoon. Mr. Helms and I went downtown, we did not 
know what the subject of the meeting was. We had lunch together and 
at 1 :30 we went to Mr. Ehrlichman’s office. 

Mr. Dash. All right. Now, will vou to the best of vour recollection, 
relate the discussion that was had at that meeting? By the way, who 
could you say actually was doing most of the talking at the meeting? 

General Walters. I believe Mr. Haldeman was doing nearly all of 
the talking. T do not recall Air. Ehrlichman actually participating 
actively in the conversation. 

Mr. D vstt. Now, would vou relate to the committee what Mr. TTalde- 
man said and what vou or Mr. Holms said ? 

General Walters. Mr. Haldeman said that the bugging of the 
Watergate was creating a. lot of noise, that the opposition was attempt- 
ing to maximize this, that the FBT was investigating this and the leads 
might lead to some important people, and lie then asked Mr. Helms 
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what the Agency connection was. Mr. Helms replied quite emphatically 
that there was no Agency connection and Mr. Haldeman said that 
nevertheless, the pursuit of the FBI investigation in Mexico might 
.uncover some CIA activities or assets. 

Mr. Helms said that he had told Mr. Gray on the previous day, the 
Acting Director of the FBI, that there was no Agency involvement, 
that none of the investigations being carried out by the FBI were in 
any way jeopardizing any Agency activity. Mr. Haldeman then said : 

Nevertheless, there is concern that these investigations — this investigation in 
Mexico, may expose some covert activity of the CIA, and it has been decided that 
General Walters win go to Director Gray, Acting Director Gray, and tell him 
that the further pursuit of this investigation in Mexico — 

And I wish to emphasize that the only question of investigation 
involved was Mexico — 

the investigation in Mexico, could jeopardize some assets of the Central Intelli- 
gence Agency. 

Again Mr. Helms said he was not aware of any activity of the 
Agency that could be jeopardized by this. Mr. Haldeman repeated: 

Nevertheless, there is concern that the further pursuit of this investigation wiU 
uncover some activity or assets of the CIA in Mexico and it has been decided that 
you will go and tell this — 

Addressed to me — 
you will tell this to Acting Director Gray. 

Mr. Dash. But, Mr. Walters, could it have been that Mr. Haldeman 
asked you or Mr. Helms to go to Mr. Gray and — to first inquire at the 
CIA whether or not there might be some problem at the CIA if there 
was an investigation in Mexico, rather than saying it was decided that 
you should go. 

General Walters. I do not recall it being put in a question form. It 
was put in a directive form. 

Mr. Dash. In other words, you understood that to be a direction. 
General Walters. I understood that to be a direction and since Mr. 
Haldeman was very close to the top of the governmental structure of 
the United States, and as Mr. Helms testified yesterday, the White 
House has a great deal of information that other people do not have. 

I had been with the Agency approximately 6 weeks at the time of this 
meeting. I found it quite conceivable that Mr. Haldeman might have 
some information that was not available to me. 

Mr. Dash. And you did not feel it appropriate at that time to inquire 
of Mr. Haldeman why it was that he was directing you to go to Mr. 
Gray and tell that to Mr. Gray ? 

General Walters. No ; I did not. If I had felt there was any impro- 
^ .priety in this request I would have given him the same answer I later 
gave Mr. Dean, that I would resign rather than do it. 

Mr. Dash. By the way, did you wonder why it was that Mr. Halde- 
man said it was decided that you, General Walters, should go to see 
Mr. Gray and not Director Helms? 

General Walters. Yes, I did. A number of hypotheses crossed my 
mind. I thought perhaps he thinks I am military and a lot of people 
have the mistaken belief that military obey blindly. I thought he 
might have heard reports that there had been some friction in the past 
between the FBI and the CIA, and perhaps since Mr. Gray was new 
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Exhibit No. 101 

28 June 1972 


ME h iO RAND U M FOR RECORD 


u 


On June 23 at 1300 on request 1 called with Director Helms 
on John Ehrlichman and Robert Haldeman in Ehrlichman' s office 
at the White House. 

Kaideman said that the "bugging” affair at the Democratic 
National Committee Hqs at the Watergate Apartments had made 
a lot of noise and the Democrats were trying to maximize it. 

The FBI had been called in and was investigating the matter. 

The investigation was leading to a lot of important people and 
this could get worse. He asked what the connection with the - 
Agency was and the Director repeated that there was none. 

Haldeman said that the whole affair was getting embarrassing 
and it was the .Presidents wish that Walters call on Acting FBI 
Director Patrick Gray and suggest to him that since the five 
suspects had been arrested that this should be sufficient and 
that it was not advantageous to have the enquiry pushed, especially 
in Mexico, etc. 

Director Holms said that he had talked to Gray on the previous 
day and had made plain to him that the Agency was not behind this 
matter, that it was not connected v/ith it and none of the suspects 
was working for, nor had worked for the Agency in the last two 
years, tie had told Gray that none oi his investigations was 
touching any covert projects of the Agency, current or ongoing. 

Ha Id cm an then stated that I could tell Gray that t had talked 
to the 'Viut *2 House and suggest that the investigation not bo pushed 
further. Gray would be receptive as he was looking for guidance 
In the matter. 

T h Director repeated that the Agency was unconnected with the 
matted. I then to IaHc to Cray as directed. Ehrlichman 

I ccusd do this soon and I Saic-. I would try to do it today. 


( 380 ) 



33.3 VERNON WALTERS MEMORANDUM , JUNE 28, 1972, SSC EXHIBIT NO. 101, 
7 SSC 2948-49 


2949 


Upon leaving the White House I discussed the matter briefly 
v;»th the Director, On returning to the office I called Cray, 
indicated that this .was a matter of some urgency, and he agreed 
to see me at 1430 that day. 


Vernon A. Walters 
Lieutenant General, USA 
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of the Democratic National Committee headquarters at the Watergate ? 

Mr. Helms. It is my impression that I heard about it, read about it 
in the newspapers and heard it on the radio, but this is not any lapse 
of memory. This is just one of those things that this far back it is 
hard to know just exactly who might have told me or how I might 
have heard it. Certainly it was big news from the moment it happened. 

Mr. Dorset. And during the days immediately following the 
break-in were there conversations at the CIA concerning the break-in? 

Mr. Helms. Yes. In the first place, sometime on that weekend I 
received a telephone call from Mr. Howard Osborne, the Director of 
Security, to inform me that — of the names of the individuals who had 
participated in the break-in and also to say that Mr. Hunt in some 
fashion was connected with it. Mr. Osborne’s call to me was a perfectly 
routine matter that had been — there was a charge on him as Director 
of Security to inform me whenever anybody in the Agency got in any 
kind of trouble, whether they were permanent employees or past 
employees. In other words, right now, so I didn’t have to catch up 
with these events like suicides and house break-ins and rapes and the 
various things that happened to the employees of any organization in 
a city like Washington, so this was a perfectly routine thing and 
when he heard about these ex-CIA people who had been involved in 
this burglary he called me up and notified me about it. 

On Monday, when I came to the office, there had been no mention 
in the papers of Mr. Hunt. So I got hold of Mr. Osborne and said how 
come you told me that Mr. Hunt was involved with this and he said, 
“Well, there were some papers found in the hotel room, one of the 
hotel rooms with Hunt’s name on it and it looks as though he was 
somewhere in the area when the break-in took place.” So I said, “All 
right,” and then from then on, obviously there were various conversa- 
tions in the Agency as we went to work on various requests from the 
FBI for information about the people and their backgrounds, and so 
forth, that had formerly been employed by the Agency. 

Mr. Dorsex. Am I correct that James McCord also was a former 
employee of the Agency ? 

Mr. Helms. He was. 

Mr. Dorse x. And when did Mr. McCord and Mr. Hunt leave the 
employ of the Agency ? 

Mr. Helms. They left it at different times in 1970. They were both 
retired, as I recall it. 

Mr. Dorsex. Now, directing your attention to June 22, 1972, which 
was the day before your meeting with Mr. Ehrlichman, Mr. Halde- 
man ? and General Walters at the White House, did you have a con- 
versation with Patrick Gray on that afternoon ; namely, the afternoon 
of June 22? 

Mr. Helms. I believe that the committee is in possession of a memo- 
randum which says — a memorandum or note from Mr. Gray that says 
I had this conversation. I have no reason to question that at all. I 
was talking hack and forth with Mr. Gray at various times in con- 
nection with this Watergate break-in, so I have no reason to doubt 
that there was one on the 22d of J une. 

r Mr. Dorsex. In these conversations did you discuss the possibility 
of CIA involvement in the break-in ? 
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Mr. Helms. I assured Mr. Gray that the CIA had no involvement 
in the break-in. No involvement whatever. And it was my preoccupa- 
tion consistently from then to this time to make this point and to be 
sure that everybody understand that. It doesn’t seem to get across very 
well for some reason but the agency had nothing to do with the Water- 
gate break-in. I hope all the newsmen in the room hear me clearly now. 

Mr. Dorsen. I would like to move then to June 23, 1972, and ask 
you if you recall attending the meeting with Mr. Ehrlichman, Mr. 
Haldeman, and General Walters. 

Mr. Helms. I do recall attending that meeting. 

Mr. Dorsen. Where was that meeting held ? 

Mr. Helms. That meeting was held in Mr. Ehrlichman’s office on 
the second floor, office wing — west wing of the White House. 

Mr. Dorset. Do you recall the time of that meeting ? 

Mr. Helms. The meeting had been originally scheduled for 12 
o’clock. It was changed to 1 o’clock and it took place shortly after 1 
o’clock. 

Mr. Dorsen. Could you please describe to us in substance what hap- 
pened at that meeting? 

Mr. Helms. General Walters and I arrived first and waited for a 
few minutes. Then Mr. Haldeman and Mr. Ehrlichman came into the 
room. As best I can recall what was said, Mr. Haldeman did most of 
the talking, so — and whatever Mr. Ehrlichman contributed in the 
course of this Was either to nod his head or smile or to agree with 
what Mr. Haldeman said., I just simply want to introduce it this way 
because it is a little easier for me to describe. 

Mr. Haldeman said that there was a lot of flak about the Watergate 
burglary, that the opposition was capitalizing on it, that it was going 
to — it was apparently causing some sort of unified trouble, and he 
wanted to know whether the Agency had anything to do with it. I 
assured him that the Agency had nothing to do with it. He then said 
that the five men who had been found in the Democratic National Com- 
mittee headquarters had been arrested and that that seemed to be 
adequate under the circumstances, that the FBI was investigating what 
this was all about, and that they, unified, were concerned about some 
FBI investigations in Mexico. 

He also at that time made some, what to me was an incoherent ref- 
erence to an investigation in Mexico, or an FBI investigation, running 
into the Bay of Pigs. I do not know what the reference was alleged to 
be, but in any event, I assured him that I had no interest in the Bav 
of Pigs that many years later, that everything in connection with that 
had been dealt with and liquidated as far as I was aware and I did 
not care what they ran into in connection with that. 

At some juncture in this conversation, Mr. Haldeman then said some- 
thing to the effect that it has been decided that General Walters will 
go and talk to Acting Director Gray of the FBI and indicate to him 
that these operations — these investigations of the FBI might run into 
CIA operations in Mexico and that it was desirable that this not 
happen and that the investigation, therefore, should be either tapered 
off or reduced or someth in or but t lie re was no language saving stop, 
as far as I recall. 

At this point the references to Mexico were quite unclear to me. I 
had to recognize that if the White House, the President. Mr. Halde- 
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man, somebody in high authority, had information about something 
in Mexico which I dia not have information about, which is quite pos- 
sible — the White House constantly has information which others do 
not have — that it would be a prudent thing for me to find out if there 
was any possibility that some CIA operation was being — was going to 
be affected, and, therefore, I wanted the necessary time to do this. I 
say this in explanation of the fact that there seems-^-that since I had 
consistently pointed out that no CIA operations had been violated by 
any investigation up to then, that we had had nothing to do with the 
Watergate burglarj r , the fact of the matter was that if an investiga- 
tion continued to go on it might run into something we were doing in 
Mexico. This possibility always had to exist. Nobody knows every- 
thing about everything. So at this point I think it was repeated a sec- 
ond time that General Walters was to go and see Acting Director Gray 
with this charge. It was then indicated that Acting Director Gray 

L would probably be expecting the call, that he was looking for some kind 
of guidance in this matter, and that this should take place as soon as 
possible. I believe Mr. Ehrlichman at that point made his sole con- 
tribution to the conversation, which was that he should get down and 
see Gray just as fast as he could. 

We left this meeting, General Walters and I, and went downstairs 
to the automobile and I spoke to General Walters along the following 
lines. I said when you go to see Acting Director Gray, I think you 
should confine yourself to reminding him that the Agency and the 
FBI have a delimitation agreement, an understanding for many years 
that if the Agency runs into any FBI agents or operations, the FBI 
shall be immediately notified and if the FBI runs into any agents or 
operations, it shall be immediately notified. 

I was not sure whether Acting Director Gray was familiar with this 
because he had not been Acting Director of the FBI for very long. I 
wanted General Walters to understand about this because he had been 
with the Agency, I think, only about 6 weeks at that time, had been 
having briefings, and I was not sure whether this had ever come to 
his attention. In other words, I was asking him to make a legitimate 
request of the Acting Director of the FBI, that if they ran into any 
CIA operations in Mexico or anyplace else they were to notify us 
immediately, and I thought General Walters should restrict his con- 
versation with Acting Director Gray to that point. Precisely whether 
he did or not, well, you will have an opportunity to ask him. 

Mr. Dorsex. To your knowledge, did General Walters have a meet- 
ing with Patrick Gray ? 

Mr. Helms. Yes; he had one very shortlv after this meeting in the 
White House because he reported to me later in the day about his 
meeting with Gray, that he had been to see him, that the general pur- 
port of what they had discussed, and then the first time I learned that 
Acting' Director Grav had told General Walters at this meeting about 
some money having been sent to Mexico. I was unaware of any monev 
having been sent tnere at the time, and even that explanation did not 
sav what the money was for. But also floating around in this at the 
time was the name of a Mexican lawyer that we had been asked to 
check out bv the FBI to find out if this man was in any way connected 
with the CIA. His name was Ogarrio. I believe, and we had been run- 
ning a tracer, which is a work of art’of going through the record to find 
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to meet with this committee and to clear up anything that I 
can be helpful in clearing up in regard to the matter that 
you have under inquiry . 

I believe that the only area in which I can be helpful 
to you in your investigation is with regard to the reported 
meeting of White House and CIA officials last June. 

In that regard, on June 23, 1972, John Ehrlichman and I 
were requested by the President to meet with Director Richard 
Helms and Deputy Director Vernon Walters of the CIA. 

To the best of my recollection, the purpose of this 
meeting was five-fold;: 

One, to ascertain whether there had been any CIA involve- 
ment in the Watergate affair; 

Two, to ascertain whether the relation between some of 
the Watergate participants and the Bay of Pigs was a matter of 
concern to CIA; 

Three, to inform the CIA of an FBI request for guidance 
regarding some aspects of the Watergate investigation because 
of the possibility of CIA involvement, directly or indirectly; 

I could interject there that this request had been made 
known by John Dean, counsel to the President, and had been 
transmitted by me to the President immediately upon being told 
of it by John Dean, 

The President, as a result of that, told me to meet 
with Director Helms and General Walters and John Ehrlichman 
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to get into this matter as I am laying It out here. 

The fourth purpose was to discuss White House concern 
regarding possible disclosure of non-Watergate-related 
covert CIA operations or other national security activities, 
not related to Watergate, that had been undertaken previously 
by some of the Watergate principles [sic]. 

Fifth, to request General Walters to meet with Acting 
Director Gray of the FBI to express these concerns and to 
coordinate with the FBI so that the FBI’s area of investigation 
of the suspects, the Watergate suspects, not be expanded 
into unrelated matters which could lead to disclosure of 
their earlier national security and CIA activities. 

The meeting was held in Mr. Ehrlichman’s office on the 
afternoon of June 23 and, to the best of my recollection, all 
of the above points were covered. 

As I recall. Director Helms assured us that there was 
no CIA involvement in the Watergate and also that he had no 
concern from the CIA’s viewpoint regarding any possible con- 
nections of the Watergate personnel with the Bay of Pigs 
operation. Helms told us he had given this assurance to 
Gray directly. 

Walters agreed to meet with Gray as requested. I do not 
recall having any further communication or meeting with Walters, 
Helms or Gray on this subject. 

I do not specifically recall the question of "Mexican 
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aspects” being discussed at this meeting although I do not 
question General Walters 1 report that this was covered. We 
did discuss the concern that, in the interest of national 
security and the former relationships of some of the prin- 
ciples [sic] , the Watergate principles [sic] , with CIA, the FBI investi- 
gation be limited to the Watergate case specifically and not 
expanded into prior activities of the individuals involved. 

We did this in the full belief that we were acting in 
the national interest and with no intent or desire to impede 
or cover up any aspects of the Watergate investigation, itself. 

I do not recall any subsequent discussion with John Dean 
regarding this meeting. I do not recall any discussion at 
any time of a suggestion to involve the CIA in the Water- 
gate matter except as described above. Specifically, I do 
not recall hearing of any idea of having the CIA furnish bail 
or pay suspects 1 salaries while in jail, using covert action 
funds . 

It must be understood that, at the time of our meeting 
with the CIA, we had only very sketchy knowledge of what and 
who were involved in the Watergate affair. We had no reason 
to believe that anyone in the White House was involved and 
no reason, therefore, to seek any cover-up of the Watergate 
investigation from the White House. 

On the contrary, everyone in the White House was 
instructed to cooperate fully with the Watergate investigation 
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and, so far as I knew at the time, was doing so. 

At the same time, there was concern at the White House 
that activities which had been in no way related to Watergate 
or to the 1972 political campaign — and which were in the 
area of national security — would be compromised in the 
process of the Watergate investigation and the attendant 
publicvty [sic] and political furor. 

Recent events have fully justified that concern with the 
disclosure of the FBI wiretaps on press and NSC personnel, the 
details of the so-called "plumbers 1 operation", et cetera. 

In summary, the meeting of June 23 with the CIA was held 
at the President's request in the interest of national security. 

I do not believe there was any intention to cover up the 
Watergate. I do not believe there was any direct connection 
between this meeting and General Walters' reported subsequent 
meetings with John Dean. I believe I acted properly, in 
accord with the President's instructions, and in the national 
int erest . 

Mr. Chairman, in reviewing the transcript of the testi- 
mony before this committee by Ambassador Helms on May 16, I 
find some several areas that I would like to clarify. 

First, it should be emphasized that there was only one 
meeting in which Helms, Ehrlichman and I participated, the 
one on June 23, which I have described, at which General 
Walters was also present. The other meetings to which General 


Indistinct document retyped by 
House Judiciary Committee staff 


( 388 ) 



33.5 H.R. HALDEMAN TESTIMONY, SENATE APPROPRIATIONS SUBCOMMITTEE 
EXECUTIVE^ SESSION [, MAY 31, 1973, 353-56, 400-08 

Indistinct document retyped oy 
House Judiciary Committee staff 

guess. But there is nothing I can do about that except, in 
this meeting, I find it quite probable that General Walters’ 
Mem-con is more accurate than his subsequent cycles of revi- 
sions, and that I probably did say, "It is the President’s 
wish" because I believed then and I believe now that it was . 

Chairman McClellan. You referred to his memorandum. I 
would like to ask some questions about it. You think it is 
probably more accurate than what he remembered later. That 
is the memorandum of June 28th, five days following this meet- 
ing in the White House. 

It says, "On June 23, at 1300, on request, I called, with 
Director Helms, on John Ehrlichman and Robert Haldeman in Ehr- 
lichman’s office at the White House. 

"Haldeman said" — and I want to give you an opportunity 
to comment on each of these — "Haldeman said that the ’bugging* 
affair at the Democratic National Committee headquarters at 
the Watergate Apartments had made a lot of noise and the Demo- 
crats were trying to maximize it." 1 

Do you wish to comment on that? 

Mr . Haldeman . No , sir . 

Chairman McClellan. You don’t wish to comment on it? 

Mr. Hald eman . No, unless there is some specific question. 

Chairman McClellan. Is that correct? 

Mr. Haldeman. I haven’t any idea. I don’t recall that. 

That would be the only way I could answer. 
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Chairman McClellen. All right. You don’t recall whether 
that occurred. 

He states in the next sentence you said the FBI was being 
called in and was investigating the matter. Did you tell him 
that, or was that statement made at that meeting? 

Mr. Haldeman. In some sense it undoubtedly was. I don’t 
think I needed to tell him that . I think it was pretty well 
known at that time. 

Chairman McClellan. Then he says that the FBI had been 
called in and was investigating the matter, and he says you 
said the investigation was leading to a lot of important people 
and this could get worse. Do you wish to comment on that? 

Mr. Haldeman. No, sir. 

Chairman McClellan. Do you want to say it is true, or 
just remain silent about it? 

Mr . Haldeman . I would have no comment to make on it , 

That is his characterization of the conversation. 

Chairman McClellan. Is his characterization of the 
conversation wrong, or correct? 

Mr. Haldeman. I have no material conflict with it. 

Chairman McClellan. Then you said that, or something like 
that, I would assume, unless you state otherwise. 

Then he goes on further to say, "he" meaning you, "asked 
what the connection with the agency was, and the Director 
repeated” — I am sure he means Director Helms * — "repeated 
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that there was none." 

Did Helms tell you that that day? 

Mr. Haldeman. As I have so indicated; yes, sir. 

Chairman McClellan. "Haldeman said that the whole affair 
was getting embarrassing and it was the President’s wish that 
Walters call on Act ding FBI Director Patrick Gray" — now, is 
that much correct, up to there? 

Mr. Haldeman. I think that it is subject to interpreta- 
tion. It isn’t correct, Senator. I don’t believe that the 
request that Walters call on the Acting Director of the FBI was 
in the context of the whole affair getting embarrassing. I 
think it was in the context I have laid out in my statement . 

Chairman McClellan. Did you tell him that the whole 
affair was getting embarrassing? 

Mr. Haldeman. No, sir; that I recall, no. 

Chairman McClellan. You didn’t make that statement at the 
meeting? 

Mr. Haldeman. I don’t recall making such a statement. 

Chairman McClellan. Are you in a position to deny it? 

L Mr. Haldeman. No, but that is not the flavor of the 
approach to the meeting that I took. 

Chairman McClellan. All right. Then he said you asked 
that Walters call on Director Patrick Gray and suggest to him 
that since the five suspects had been arrested , that this 
should be sufficient, and that it was not advantageous to have 
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Mr. Thompson. It would be inconsistent with your desire to solve 
the matter, I assume, as to whether or not there was CIA involvement. 

Mr. Ehrlich imax. Well, whatever I told him was for the purpose of 
not having staff meetings on this particular subject. I caivt tell you 
precisely what I told him. 

Mr. Thompson. Going back to July of 1071, July 7, 1971, did you 
call Deputy Director Cushman and ask him to give Mr. Hunt as- 
sistance in his activities at that time ? 

Mr. Ehrlich man. No, I have been asked many times about that 
telephone call and I simply have no recollection of having made 
that call. 

Mr. Thompson. Did you know what Mr. Hunt was doing during 
that period of time ? Were you informed? 

Mr. Eiirliciimax. I knew from iny one meeting with Mr. Colson 
and Mr. Hunt jointly what he was supposed to be doing, yes. 

Mr. Thompson. What was he doing? 

Mr. Ehrlich man. He was supposed to be engaged in an analysis 
of the Pentagon Papers and in determining their accuracy, whether or 
not they were in fact complete accounts of the events which took 
place or whether they were edited, tailored accounts which did not 
include the complete facts. 

^ Mr. Thompson. In June, when you were talking to Helms and 
Walters about the possible CIA problem or uncovering some collateral 
CIA activity, this all evolved around the so-called Mexican money 
problem, I assume, is that correct ? 

Mr. Ehrlichman. Well, it was much broader than that. It was any 
unassociated QI A activity. 

Mr. Thompson. Well, what brought it to anyone’s attention? I 
thought it was the so-called Barker money that had come from 
Mexico. 

Mr. Ehrlichman. You mean that precipitated the meeting ? 

Mr. Thompson. Yes. 

Mr. Ehrlichman. No, it was a much broader concern than that, 
and it included, as I said, the question of direct involvement, it 
included whatever exposure there might be for any CIA activity. 
I think the Mexican money or the Florida bank account or whatever, 
which involved one of these people who had been a former CIA agent 
or client or whatever they call them, was raised as an example in the 
meeting by one of us as the kind of thing that the President evidently 
was concerned about. And it was discussed as a specific example. But 
the meeting was by no means limited to that. 

Mr. Thompson, Can you recall any other specific examples that 
were discussed? 

Mr. Ehrlichman. Bay of Pigs. 

Mr. Thompson. How did that come in ? 

Mr. Ehrlichman. Well, because apparently, the President had 
specifically mentioned the Bay of Pigs to Bob Haldeman in suggesting 
the meeting, and then he mentioned it to me again in July as the kind 
of thing that apparently, CIA might be embarrassed about, that some 
of the people who were involved in Watergate, apparently, had been 
involved in the Bay of Pigs and accordingly, whether there w~as any 
CIA exposure still existing. 
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Mr. Thompson. The Watergate investigation could possibly turn 
up some additional investigation on the CIA operation in the Bay of 
Pigs? 

Mr. Ehrlichman. CIA involvement or compromise of some sort or 
something in the past. It was very unspecific, but it was nonetheless 
mentioned as an example. 

Mr. Thompson. Can you think of any other examples ? 

Mr. Ehrlich max. No, I cannot. The Mexican money or Mexican 
laundry or whatever you 

Mr. Thompson. Of course, that money wound up in the bank ac- 
count of a Mr. Barker. 

Mr. Ehrliciimax. Yes. 

Mr. Thompson. And Mr. Barker, of course, was a protege of Mr. 
JTunt , brought into the matter by Hunt ? 

Mr. Ehrliciimax. A CIA protege of Mr. Hunt. 

Mr. Thompson. They were in the Bay of Pigs. Was his name men- 
tioned in the meeting? 

Mr. Ehrliciimax. No. 

Mr. Thompson. The money problem you were talking about seems 
to have been directly related to Mr. Hunt, which gets right back into 
the plumber situation again. 

Mr. Ehrlichmax. Barker’s name and Hunt's name were not men- 
tioned in the meeting. 

Mr. Thompson. Mr. Ehrlichman, regardless of what the President 
specifically told you or did not tell you, I assume that you felt a short 
time after the break-in, the latter part of June, that it was the Presi- 
dent’s wish to insure that the investigation of the break-in did pot 
expose either the unrelated covert operation of the CIA or the activi- 
ties of the White House investigations unit. Did you assume that to be 
the President’s wish, as he stated that it was ? 

Mr. Ehrliciimax. Mr. Thompson, I assumed that it was with regard 
to the CIA because of this meeting we have just been talking about. 
Frankly, the question of the special unit simply never entered my mind 
at that time as a potential problem. It just was not in contemplation 
and it was not in the contemplation of anybody that I was talking to, 
so far as I can recall. 

Mr. Thompson. Even though Liddy had worked 

Mr. Ehrliciimax. That is correct. 

Mr. Thompson [continuing]. In your office, under your supervision 
generally? 

Mr. Ehrlichman. Well, lie had worked in my office, in a very remote 
sense. 

Mr. Thompson. It did not occur to you that, if he was tried, if he 
decided to talk, if he decided to bargain, there were a lot of things 
that he could tell that would be embarrassing, not only politically but 
compromising with regard to national security ? 

Mr. Ehrliciimax. I assure you, Mr. Thompson, it just was not in 
mv consciousness. 

Mr. Thompson. It evidently crossed the President's mind. When do 
you think these matters which he sets out in his Mav 22 statement came 
to his mind? He says he was informed within a few days about pos- 
sible CIA involvement. The implication is that he knew about the 
existence of the unit regardless of any specific activities: that he knew 
about the unit all along. 
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SENATE APPROPRIATIONS SUBCOmiTTEE EXECUTIVE SESSION t 345 
ra rr*- 



I 


As a result of this equivocal response by General Walters 
respecting Mascican operations, he was ashed to make contact 
~ jj with Acting FBI Director Gray and give him all the facts- X 

i I 

** ] believe the General called Gray from ny outer office to 

i 
t 

5 {} arrange to see him at once. 

# . 

6 I Helms and Walters were told that John Dean was following 

7 I the Watergate matter closely for the President and any . future 
White House contact could be with him. I'm net sure whether 
they were told this cn the occasion of tha meeting or later# 

ij 

to ll but X do recall having some part in getting Walters to talk to 
1 1 jj Dean. X believe I also informed Dean, of the meeting# of my 

impression of V? alters 7 response regarding CIA rtaxican operations 

13 I and X believe I told Dean that Walters- would ba working with 

14 I Gray cn the problem. 

Later Dean told ms he had been in touch with Walters and 
that the CIA did not believe an investigation would harm their 
operations. X was unaware of Dean’s meetings or conversations 
with Waiters regarding use of CIA money for salaries for the 
S defendants until the news reports .this month about them. 

20 \\ D urine the first week of July, 1572# the President told 

ij ~ \ 

>1 * 

ox i] 7^3 Pat Gray told him on the teleohcne Hiat General Waiters had l 

|i | 

22 told Gray there was no CIA objection to a full F3I investigation f 


7.3 ij of the Menican aspects of the Watergate case-. Tea President 

ij 

51 ii said he than instructed Cray to ‘conduct a full investigation. 

' i! 

23 ij l'h3 P-Tssilsat told r.a thon. tiiat ha still personalty , .. - 


\ i 
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afternoon or whether it was complete/ 1 Monday morning, but it was 
soon clear to me that nobody who wa. : • sponsible for that area in the 
Agency felt that the ongoing FBI inv; -ugation could jeopardize any 
of the Agency sources or activities in Mexico. 

Mr. Dash. Well, now, did you subsequently receive any communica- 
tion from anybody at the White House after June 23? 

r General Walters. On Monday morning, June 26, 1 received a phone 
call from a man who identified himself as John Dean and he said he 
wished to speak to me about the matters that Mr. Haldeman and Mr. 
Ehrlichman had discussed with me on Friday. I did not know Mr. 
Dean. And I expressed so— something to the effect that I don’t know 
who you are and he said., “Well, you can call Mr. Ehrlichman to see 
whether it is all right to talk to me or not.” 

Mr. Dash. Did you call Mr. Ehrlichman? 

General Walters. I called Mr. Ehrlichman. I had some difficulty 
in reaching him but finally I reached him and I said: “A Mr. John 
Dean wants to talk to me about the matters discussed with you and Mr. 
Haldeman on the preceding Friday” and he said: “Yes, it is all right 
to talk with him. He is in. charge of the whole matter.” 

Mr. Dash. Did you then meet with Mr. Dean on that day? 

General Walters. I then 

Mr. Dash. The 26th. 

General Walters. I then called Mr. Dean again and he asked me to 
come down and see him, I believe, at 11:30 or 11:45. I believe it is 
indicated on the memorandum I wrote. 



Mr. Dash. Will you relate to the committee the conversation you 
had with Mr. Dean at that time, on June 26, 1972? 

General Walters. Mr. Dean said that he was handling this whole 
matter of the Watergate, that it was causing a lot of trouble, that it 
was very embarrassing. The FBI was investigating it. The leads had 
led to some important people. It might lead to some more important 
people. 

The FBI was proceeding on three hypotheses, namely, that this 
break-in had been organmed by the Republican National Committee, 
by the Central Agency, or by someone else ; whereupon I said I did not 
know who else organized it but I know that the Central Intelligence 
Agency did not organize it. I said, furthermore — I related to Mr. Dean 
my conversation with Mr. Haldeman and Mr. Ehrlichman on the pre- 
vious Friday, and told him I had checked within the Agency and 
found there was nothing in anv of the ongoing FBI investigations 
that could jeopardize CIA activities or sources or compromise them 
in any way in Mexico. 

He then said. “Well, could this not have happened without your 
knowledge?” “Well,” I said, “originally perhaps, but I have inquired. 
I have talked to Mr. Helms and I am sure that we had no paid in this 
operation against the Democratic National Committee.” 

He kept pressing this. There must have been. These people all used 
to work for the CIA, and all this thing. I said mavbe thev used to, but 
they were not when they did it and he pressed and pressed on. on this 
and asked if there was not some way I could help him, and it seemed 


to me he was exploring perhnns the option of seeing whether he could 
put some of the blame on us. There was not any sp vine thing he said 
but the general tenor was in this wav and I said to him — I did not have 
an opportunity to consult with anybody — I simply said, 
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34. On June 23, 1972 at 1:35 p.m., Dean telephoned Gray and said 
that Walters would be visiting Gray that afternoon. At 2:34 p.m. on 
the same day Walters met with Gray and discussed the FBI Investigation 
of the break- In at the DNC headquarters. Walters stated that If the 
FBI Investigation were pursued Into Mexico It might uncover some covert 
CIA activities and that the matter should be tapered off with the five 
men under arrest. Gray agreed to hold in abeyance the FBI interview of 
Manuel Ogarrio. Gray has testified that the FBI continued its effort 
to locate Kenneth Dahlberg. Gray reported to Dean the substance of his 
conversations with Walters . 
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At 1 :35 p.m. on Friday, Juno 23, 1 072, Mr. Doan telephoned me and 
said that General Wallers, Deputy Director, CI A, would he calling for 
an appointment- that afternoon and I should see him. Mr. Dean, said, 

“.He has something to tell you.” 

At l;f>6 p.m. on Friday, June 23, 1972, the secretary to General 
Walters called my secretary and asked for an appointment, lie was 
scheduled to see me at 2 :30 p.m. that afternoon. 

Mr. Dean called me again at 2 :19 p.m. and it is my recollection that 
this was a call to ask if I had scheduled a meeting with General Wal- 
ters for that afternoon. I told him that the meeting had been scheduled 
for 2:30 p.m. I seem to remember that lie asked me to call him after 
the meeting. 

I met with General Walters at 2:34 p.m. on Friday, June 23, 1972. 

He informed me that we were likely to uncover some CIA assets or 
sources if we continued our investigation into the Mexican money 
chain. I understood his statement to mean that if the FBI persisted 
we would uncover CIA covert operations and that the CIA had an 
interest in Messrs. Ogarrio and Dahlberg and in the $114,000 involved. 

He also discussed with me the agency-agreement under which the FBI 
and CIA have agreed not to uncover and expose each other’s sources. 

I had not read this agreement and still have not, but it was logical to 
me at that time and I did not question General Walters. 

I undoubtedly said to General Walters that we will handle this in 
a manner that would not hamper the CIA, and that I would have to 
make a determination as to how the FBI would proceed with our in- 
vestigation in this area. 

I knew from Mr. Dean’s earlier telephone conversation with me on 
this day that General Walters would be coming to see me, but I have 
no recollection or memory whatsoever of General Walters informing 
me at this meeting that he was coming to me after talking to the White 
House, or that he had talked to the White Plouse at all. I understood 
him to be stating a CIA position, not a White House message. 

At this point I would like to comment on General Walters’ memo- 
randum of this meeting, which I understand to be in evidence before 
this committee. With respect to General Walters’ statement in para- 
graph 2 of his memorandum that “his — Gray’s — problem was how to 
low key this matter now that it was launched,” I may have said words 
to this effect to let him know that we would handle the CIA aspects of 
this matter with kid gloves. I can state categorically, however, that any 
sentiment of that kind expressed by me was an effort by me to abide 
by the CIA-FBI agreement and related solely to the possibility of 
exposing CIA covert activities in the pursuit of our investigation into 
Mexico. This sentiment, if expressed, could in no way have related to 
any effort by me or the FBI to “low key” the Watergate investigation 
generally. 

In fact, the FBI did not low key the Watergate investigation gen- 
erally and instructions were issued at the outset of the investigation 
and regularly thereafter to insure that this case was handled as a 
major case under the immediate supervision of the special agent in 
charge of each field office to which investigative leads were referred 
by the Washington field office or any other field office setting out leads 
to be pursued. 
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With respect to the rest of the paragraph, I may have mentioned 
the $89,000 to General Walters. I do not remember, but, if I did, I 
would have talked in terms of four checks in this total amount — not 
“a check 5 ' as his memo states — simply because four checks were in- 
volved, I probably also spoke of the name Ogarrio as well as Dahlberg 
simply because these two men, Mr. Ogarrio and Mr. Dahlberg, were 
always associated in my mind with the $89,000 in four checks, the 
Ogarrio checks, and with the $25,000 in one cashier’s check, the Dahl- 
berg check, which w^ere traced to the bank account of Bernard Barker. 

With respect to General Walters’ comment in paragraph 3 of this 
memorandum that I said “that this was a most awkward matter to 
come up during an election year, 55 it is certainly possible that in the 
course of my conversation with General Walters I may have expressed 
the thought that the Watergate case was a “hot potato 55 for a new 
Acting Director and the FBI in an election year, and for the President, 
too. I know that I expressed this thought to many people at various 
times. “Watergate is just what I needed 55 was a refrain I know I struck 
with friends on numerous occasions. General Walters 5 references to 
“he- — Gray — would see w 7 hat he could do, 55 and “he * * * — Gray — 
would have to study the matter and see how it could best be done,” 
could only relate to my admitted desire to pursue this investigation 
without compromising CIA assets and resources. In no way, shape, or 
form did I say or seek to imply to General Walters, or to anyone else, 
for that matter, that the FBI investigation would be other than aggres- 
sive and thorough. The only conceivable, limited exception was the 
alleged national security considerations being presented to me by Gen- 
eral Walters and Mr. Dean which, as the record will show, brought 
about a delay in the interview of several persons for a period of 10 days 
to 2 weeks. 

As a matter of fact, and as my testimony will make clear in more 
detail, I ordered our agents to continue to probe the Mexican money 
chain and the Dahlberg relationship during this period that the per- 
sonal interview with Mr. Ogarrio was being held in abeyance and Mr. 
Dahlberg was evading us as we tried to interview him. 

Finally, I have no recollection whatever of General Walters making 
any statement as he alleges in paragraph 4 of his memorandum to the 
effect that his “job had been an awkward one.” 

Upon General Walters 5 departure, I telephoned Mr. Dean and told 
him of the meeting with General Walters. I told Mr. Dean that we 
would hold up our interviews temporarily and work around this prob- 
lem until we determined what we had encountered. 

At 3 :15 p.m. I telephoned Assistant Director Bates to tell him of 
my visit from General Walters and to tell him that CIA had an 
interest in this matter and that we may have uncovered a CIA money 
chain. In this telephone conversation, I undoubtedly ordered Mr. Bates 
to temporarily hold up an interview with Mr. Ogarrio but to continue 
to conduct appropriate investigation at Banco Internationale at Mex- 
ico City regarding the four Ogarrio checks, to continue to follow Mr. 
Dahlberg’s movements and to continue to obtain toll call records of his 
long distance phone calls as we sought to interview him. 

On the afternoon of Friday, June 23, 1972, I again telephoned Mr. 
Dean on two occasions, once at 3 :24 p.m. and once at 3 :4 < p.m. I can- 
not be absolutely certain that the names Ogarrio and Dahlberg were 
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in the job and I was new in the job that that might he a good way to 
start out. I did wonder about it but I didn't — this was his privilege 
to do it any way lie wished. 

Mr. Dash. Now, General Walters, did there come a time when you 
put in writing, in the form of a memorandum, your recollection of 
that meeting on J une 23, 1972 ? 

General Walters. There did, Mr. Dash, 5 days later. When this 
thing started I did not habitually keep memorandums of my conversa- 
tions. However, when on the Tuesday, the following Tuesday, Mr. 
Dean put the question to me or lie didn't put the question but explored 
the possibility of the CIA going bail and paying the salaries of the 
suspects wlio were in jail, I realized it was time for me to start keeping 
a record. So following that second meeting on the 27th I sat down and 
I wrote memorandums for myself ; they were not intended to he a ver- 
batim account of the conversation or to cover all aspects of the conver- 
sation but notes to jog my own memory. I wrote a memorandum on the 
meeting with Mr. Haldeman and Mr. Ehrlichman, I wrote a memoran- 
dum on the meeting with Mr. Gray, I wrote a memorandum on mv first 
meeting with Mr. Dean on Monday the 26th, and a memorandum of 
my second meeting with Mr. Dean on the 27th. 

On the 28th I met with Mr. Dean for the third and last time, and I 
wrote a memorandum, I believe, the following day. 

On the subsequent memorandums ; namely, my calls on Mr. Gray, 
I wrote those memorandums either on the same day that I had the 
talk with Mr. Gray or the following day. If I may, I would like to 
make one point clear, I have been alleged to have a splendid memory 
and so forth and here I was making confession that I am afraid will 
not, fit into it. 

Mr. Helms was quite right in his testimony yesterday in that the 
question regarding bail aud paying the salaries of these people came 
up on Tuesday. When I reviewed my notes and before I wrote the 
affidavit, I did correct this in my affidavit ; namely, that the request 
regarding bail for defendants was on Tuesday. 

Mr. Dash. We will get to that and I think you can restate it when 
I ask you about the meetings with Mr. Dean. I want to show yon a 
copy we have of a memorandum purportedly from you or written by 
you on June 28 covering the June 23 meeting and ask you if this is a 
correct copy of the memorandum. 

General Walters. Eight. Yes, Mr. Dash, it is. 

Mr. Dash. Mr. Chairman, may that copy be marked as an exhibit 
and introduced into the record ? 

Senator Ervin. I believe this memorandum has previously been 
marked as exhibit No. 101.* 

Mr. Dash. Now, General Walters, after you left the meeting with 
Mr. Haldeman and Mr. Ehrlichman, did you leave with Director 
Helms? 

General Walters. I did. We walked downstairs and we stood and 
talked close to the car out on West Executive Avenue and Mr. Helms 
said to me: 

You must remind Mr. Gray of the agreement between the FBI and the CIA 
that if they run into or appear to be about to expose one another’s assets they 
will notify one another, and you should remind him of this. 


•See Book 7, p. 2948. 
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I did. 

Mr. Dash. And then what did you do ? 

General Walters. I do not recall whether I went back to the Agency 
or not. I don't think time would have allowed it because the appoint- 
ment had been made to see Mr. Gray at 2:30 p.m. My recollection 
is not clear on this, whether I weut back to the Agency or whether I 
stayed downtown. I have a feeling I stayed downtown and at 2:30 I 
went to see Mr. Gray. 

Mr. Dash. Now, was Mr. Gray, by the way, expecting your visit? 

General Walters. Mr. Gray, 1 believe, was expecting my visit. 

Mr. Dash. How do you know that? 

General Walters. I believe he has subsequently testified that Mr. 
Dean had told him that I was on my way down. 

Mr. Dash. All right. 

Now, would you briefly relate to your best recollection what conver- 
sation you had with Mr. Gray at that time ? This was on June 23, 1972. 

General Walters. I said to Mr. Gray that I had just come from the 
White House where I had talked to some senior staff members and I 
was to tell him that the pursuit of the FBI investigation in Mexico, 
the continuation of the FBI investigation in Mexico, could — might 
uncover some covert activities of the Central Intelligence Agency. I 
then repeated to him what Mr. Helms had told me about the agreement 
between the FBI and CIA and he said he was quite aware of this and 
I intended to observe it scrupulously. 

Mr. Dash. Now, did you tell him who gave you the direction to 

General Walters. I did not. I told him I had talked to some senior 
people at the White House. 

Mr. Dash. Now, was that the sum and substance of that conversa- 
tion in Mr. Gray’s office ? 

General Walters. I believe so. We had expressed pleasure at meet- 
ing one another. I had intended to call on him, and so forth, and any- 
thing else that occurred I believe will be covered in the memorandum 
■jvhicli is in your possession. 

Mr. Dash. I think you testified that you also on June 28 included a 
memorandum of the meeting with Mr. Gray on June 23. I would like 
to show you a copy of the memorandum and ask you if this is a correct 
copy and does it cover the testimony you have just given. 

General Walters. Yes, it is a correct copy. 

Mr. Dash. Mr. Chairman, may that memorandum be marked as an 
exhibit and be received in evidence ? 

Senator Ervin - . In the absence of objection by any committee mem- 
ber it is so ordered and will be appropriately marked as an exhibit 
and received in evidence as such. 

[The document referred to was marked exhibit No. 129.*] 

Mr. Dash. Now, after you met with Mr. Gray did you return to your 
offices at the CIA and 

General Walters. Yes; I did. 

Mr, Dash [continuing]. And did you make a report of that meeting 
to former Director Helms ? 

Genera] Walters. And I also started to check on whether this was 
a fact. I talked to the people at our geographic area that handles 
Mexico and I am not sure whether this was completed on the Friday 

•See p. 3S15. 
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EXHIBITS SUBMITTED FOR THE RECORD 

Exhibit No. 129 


28 June 1972 

li 

MEMORANDUM FOR RECORD 

At 1430 on 23 June I called on the Acting Director of the FBI, 

L. Patrick Gray, at his office in the FBI Building and saw him 
alone, 

I said that I had come to see him after talking to the "White 
House", I cited no names and he asked for none, I added that I was 
aware of the Director’s conversation with him the previous day and 
while the further investigation of the Watergate Affair had not 
touched any current or ongoing covert projects of the Agency, its 
continuation might lead to some projects. I recalled that the FBI 
and the Agency had an agreement in this respect and that the Bureau ' 
had always scrupulously respected this. Gray said he was aware of 
this and understood what I was conveying to him. His problem was 
how to low key this matter now that it was launched. He said that a lot of 
money was apparently involved and there was a matter of a check on a 
Mexican bank for 89 thousand dollars. He asked if the name Dahlberg 
meant anything to me and I said it did not but that that was not really 
significant as I had only been with the Agency for a few months. 

Gray then said that this was a most awkward matter to come up 
during an election year and he would see what he could do, I repeated 
that if the investigations were pushed "south of the border" it could 
trespass upon some of our covert projects and, in view of the fact that 
the five men involved were under arrest, it would be best to taper the 
matter off there. He replied that he understood and would have to 
study the matter to see how it could best be done,- He would have to 
talk to John Dean about it. 

Gray said he looked forward to cooperating closely with the Agency. 
After some pleasantries about J. Edgar Hoover and our past military 
careers, I left saying that my job had been an awkward one but he had 
been helpful and I wa9 grateful. 


Vernon A. Walters 
Lieutenant General, USA 
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35. On June 23, 1972 at 3:00 p.m. Maurice Stans met at the CRP 
offices with Kenneth Dahlberg who, at the request of Stans and Fred 
LaRue, had flown to Washington that day for the meeting. LaRue and 
Stans discussed the check drawn by Dahlberg, the money from which had 
reached the bank account of Bernard Barker. At 5:00 p.m. on the same 
day Dahlberg met with Stans, LaRue and Robert Mardian. 
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The treasurer, not being sure, discussed it with the general counsel 
for the committee and the general counsel suggested that he take the 
check and convert it into cash. The treasurer gave him the check. . 

Now, again, I can report what the treasurer has said, that he did 
not get the proceeds of the check back until some time in May. He 
received them in full and they were deposited in a bank account on 
May 25. .... 

Now, as to those two* transactions and several others in a similar 
category, we treated that as cash on hand on April 7 and reported it 
in the report of the media Committee To Re-Elect the President, in 
the amount of $350,000, and that exact amount of $350,000 was de- 
posited in that committee's bank account on May 25. We felt that we 
had complied with every requirement of the law as to the handling 
and reporting of that money; we had accounted for it fully. 

The General Accounting Office subsequently cited our committee 
for a possible violation of the law in failing to report the $25,000. But 
the Department of Justice, in a letter some months later, concluded 
that there was no violation of the law in the handling of that trans- 
action. 

Mr. Edmisten. Mr. Stans, when was the first time that you learned 
that these checks had cleared through a bank account of Bernard 
Barker? 

Mr. Stans. It was well after the Watergate event of June 17. 

Mr. Edmisten. Now, shortly after that, did you have any discus- 
sions with Mr. John Mitchell or anyone at the White House concerning 
any of tWse checks during the week immediately following? 

Mr. Stans. I don't recall any specific conversation with John 
Mitchell, but I do recall a conversation with Fred LaRue and subse- 
quently with Robert Martian. 

Mr. Edmisten. What did you talk about? 

Mr. Stans. As I recall it, it was the morning of the 23d of June, 
which was 6 days after the Watergate affair. I received a phone call 
from Fred LaRue, saying, “Do you know Kenneth Dahlberg?" 

And I said, “I certainly do." 

He said, “Well, his contribution ended up in a bank account of one 
of the fellows who was arrested." 

I said, “Dahl berg didn't make a contribution." 

He said, “Well, it is his check.” 

So he came down and we discussed it and concluded that, in some 
manner or other, Dahlberg's check must have reached the bank 
account of Bernard Barker. 

We called Dahlberg and discussed it with him, got him to Wash- 
ington on that same day, met with him, and he met with LaRue and 
I think with Mardian, and got all the facts of the transaction in hand. 
It was clear that neither Dahlberg nor I nor Hugh Sloan had anything 
to do with the checks, that check or the Mexican checks, entering the 
Barker bank account. They could only have gotten there through the 
hands of our general counsel, Gordon Liddy, who had taken them into 
his custody. 

Mr. Edmisten. Mr. Stans, I am going to skip along, I don't want 
to encroach on the committee. At one time did you approve or consent 
to giving Mr. Fred LaRue $80,000? 

Mr. Stans. Yes, I did. Would you like to know the background of 
that? 
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36. On or before June 26, 1972 Walters determined that there were 
no CIA sources or activities in Mexico that might be jeopardized by 
FBI investigations of the Ogarrio check in Mexico. On June 26, 1972 
Walters met with John Dean and advised him that there was nothing in 
any of the FBI investigations that could jeopardize or compromise in 
any way CIA activities or sources in Mexico. 
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36.1 Vernon Walters testimony, 9 SSC 3407-09 410 

36.2 Vernon Walters memorandum for record, June 28, 

1972, SSC Exhibit No. 130, 9 SSC 3816-17 413 
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I did. 

Mr. Dash. And then what did you do ? 

General Walters. I do not recall whether I went back to the Agency 
or not. I don’t think time would have allowed it because the appoint* 
ment had been made to see Mr. Gray at 2:30 p.m. My recollection 
is not clear on this, whether I went back to the Agency or whether I 
stayed downtown. I have a feeling I stayed downtown and at 2 :30 I 
went to see Mr. Gray . 

Mr. Dash. Now, was Mr. Gray, by the way, expecting your visit? 
General Walters. Mr. Gray, I believe, was expecting my visit. 

Mr. Dash. How do you know that ? 

General Walters. I believe he has subsequently testified that Mr. 
Dean had told him that I was on my way down. 

Mr. Dash. All right. 

Now, would you briefly relate to your best recollection what conver- 
sation you had with Mr. Gray at that time? This was on June 23, 1972. 

General Walters. I said to Mr. Gray that I had just come from the 
White House where I had talked to some senior staff members and I 
was to tell him that the pursuit of the FBI investigation in Mexico, 
the continuation of the FBI investigation in Mexico, could — might 
uncover some covert activities of the Central Intelligence Agency. I 
then repeated to him what Mr. Helms had told me about the agreement 
between the FBI and GIA and he said he was quite aware of this and c 
I intended to observe it scrupulously. 

Mr. Dash. Now, did you tell him who gave you the direction to 

General Walters. I did not. I told him I had talked to some senior 
people at the White House. 

Mr. Dash. Now, was that the sum and substance of that conversa- 
tion in Mr. Gray’s office ? 

General Walters. I believe so. We had expressed pleasure at meet- 
ing one another. I had intended to call on him, and so forth, and any- 
thing else that occurred I believe will be covered in the memorandum 
which is in your possession. 

Mr. Dash. I think you testified that you also on June 28 included a 
memorandum of the meeting with Mr. Gray on June 23. 1 would like 
to show you a copy of the memorandum and ask you if this is a correct 
copy and does it cover the testimony you have just given. 

General Walters. Yes, it is a correct copy. 

Mr. Dash. Mr. Chairman, may that memorandum be marked as an 
exhibit and be received in evidence ? 

Senator Ervin. In the absence of objection by any committee mem- 
ber it is so ordered and will be appropriately marked as an exhibit 
and received in evidence as such. 

[The document referred to was marked exhibit No. 129.*] 

Mr. Dash. Now, after you met with Mr. Gray did you return to your 

offices at the CIA and 

General Walters. Yes; I did. 

Mr Dash [continuing]. And did you make a report of that meeting 
to former Director Helms ? 

General Walters. And I also started to check on whether this was 
a fact. I talked to the people at our geographic area that handles 
Mexico and I am not sure whether this was completed on the Friday 

•See p. 3815. 
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afternoon or whether it was completer 1 Monday morning, but it was 
soon clear to me that nobody who wai sponsible for that area in the 
Agency felt that the ongoing FBI inv. -ligation could jeopardize any 
of the Agency sources or activities in Mexico. 

Mr. Dash. Well, now, did you subsequently receive any communica- 
tion from anybody at the White House after June 23? 

General Walters. On Monday morning, June 26, 1 received a phone 
call from a man who identified himself as John Dean and he said he 
wished to speak to me about the matters that Mr. Haldeman and Mr. 
Ehrlichman had discussed with me on Friday. I did not know Mr. 

Dean. And I expressed so — something to the effect that I don’t know 
* who you are and he said, “Well, you can call Mr. Ehrlichman to see 
whether it is all right to talk to me or not.” 

Mr. Dash. Did you call Mr. Ehrlichman? 

General Walters. I called Mr. Ehrlichman. I had some difficulty 
in reaching him but finally I reached him and I said : “A Mr. John 
Dean wants to talk to me about the matters discussed with you and Mr. 
Haldeman on the preceding Friday” and he said: “Yes, it is all right 
to talk with him. He is in charge of the whole matter.” 

Mr. Dash. Did you then meet with Mr. Dean on that day ? 

General Walters. I then— — 

Mr. Dash. The 26th. 

General Walters. I then called Mr. Dean again and he asked me to 
come down and see him, I believe, at 11:30 or 11:45. I believe it is 
indicated on thememorandum I wrote. 

Mr. Dash. Will you relate to the committee the conversation you 
had with Mr. Dean at that time, on June 26, 1972 ? 

General Walters. Mr. Dean said that he was handling this whole 
matter of the Watergate, that it was causing a lot of trouble, that it 
was very embarrassing. The FBI was investigating it. The leads had 
led to some important people. It might lead to some more important 
people. 

The FBI was proceeding on three hypotheses, namely, that this 
break-in had been organized by the Kepublican National Committee, 
by the Central Agency, or by someone else ; whereupon I said I did not 
know who else organized it but I know that the Central Intelligence 
Agency did not organize it. I said, furthermore — I related to Mr. Dean 
my conversation with Mr. Haldeman and Mr. Ehrlichman on the pre- 
vious Friday, and told him I had checked within the Agency and 
found there was nothing in any of the ongoing FBI investigations 
that could jeopardize CIA activities or sources or compromise them 
in any way in Mexico. 

He then said, “Well, could this not have happened without your 
knowledge?” “Well,” I said, “originally perhaps, but I have inquired. 

I have talked to Mr, Helms and I am sure that we had no part in this 
operation against the Democratic National Committee.” 

He kept pressing this. There must have been. These people all used 
to work for the CIA, and all this thing. I said mavbe they used to, but 
they were not when they did it and he pressed and ] dressed on, on this 
and asked if there was not some way I could help him, and it seemed 
to me he was exploring perhans the option of seeing whether he could 
put some of the blame on us. There was not any specific thing he said 
but the general tenor was in this wav and I said to him — I did not have 
an opportunity to consult wi th anybody — I simply s lid, 
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Mr, Dean, any attempt to involve the Agency in the stifling of this affair 
would be a disaster. It would destroy the credibility of the Agency with the 
Congress, with the Nation. It would be a grave disservice to the President. I will 
not be a party to it and I am quite prepared to resign before I do anything that 
will implicate the Agency in this matter. 

This seemed to shock him somewhat. I said that anythingthat would 
involve any of these Government agencies like the CIA and FBI in 
anything improper in this way would be a disaster for the Nation. 
Somewhat reluctantly he seemed to accept this line of argument and 
I left. 

Mr. Dash. Now, General Walters, since you had made the check 
prior to seeing Mr. Dean concerning whether in fact any FBI investi- 
gation in Mexico would seriously or not seriously involve any covert 
activities of the CIA, and you reported that to Mr. Dean at this meet- 
ing, did you believe that you were responding at that meeting then to 
the concern that you had received at the earlier meeting from the 
statement from Mr, Haldeman ? 

General Walters. Yes, Mr. Dash, I did. At the risk of perhaps 
seeming naive in retrospect it did not occur to me at that time that 
Mr. Dean would not tell Mr. Gray. Mr. Gray was in touch with Mr. 
Dean. Mr. Dean told me he was in touch with Mr. Gray. In retrospect 
I should, of course, have called Mr. Gray directly. I regret that I did 
not. 

Mr. Dash. And you had been informed by Mr. Ehrlichman when 
you checked as to whether you should talk to Mr, Dean, that Mr. Dean 
was a person you could talk to, that he was handling the matter? 

- - General Walters. That is correct. 

Mr. Dash. I think when you were testifying just a little while ago 
you said that you may have incorrectly put in your memorandum of 
the June 26 meeting something that should have been in another meet- 
ing. I want to show you your memorandum or a writing that appears 
to be a memorandum prepared by you on June 28 dealing with the 
conversation you had with Mr. Dean on June 26 and ask you if you 
want to make a correction as to that memorandum for the record. You 
will notice, General Walters, that there is an excised portion of that 
memorandum which has been cut out and on our receipt of that, it 
appeared to be matters which dealt with national security and, there- 
fore, was excised. 

General Walters. Fine. I am very appreciative of the committee 
for doing this. 

Yes, it does. If I were to make a correction somewhat complicated 
it would really be that the fourth paragraph, the sixth and seventh 
paragraphs belong to the conversation of the 27 th rather than the 
conversation of the 26 th. 

Mr. Dash. And that dealt with the question of money, bail money 
from the CIA. 

General Walters. That is correct. This is a correct copy. 

Mr. Dash. It is a correct copy of your memorandum? 

General Walters. Yes, it is. 

Mr. Dash. Mr. Chairman, could we have that memorandum marked 
as an exhibit and received in evidence? 

Senator Ervtn\ The memorandum will be appropriately numbered 
as an exhibit and received in evidence as such. 
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1972, SSC EXHIBIT NO. 130 , 


Exhibit No. i:*0 


MEMORANDUM FOR RECORD 



28 June 1972 


On 26 June at about 10:00 a. m. I received a phone call from 
Mr. John Dean at the White House. He said he wished to see me 
about the matter'that John Ehrlichman and Bob Haldeman had 
discussed with me on the 23rd of June. I could check this out 
with them if I wished. I agreed to call on him in his office in 
Room 106 at the Executive Office Building at 1145 that morning. 
Immediately after hanging up, I called Ehrlichman to find out if 
this was alright and after some difficulty I reached him and he 
said I could talk freely to Dean. 

At 1145 I called at Dean's office and saw him alone. He said 
that the investigation of the Watergate "bugging" case was extremely 
awkward, there were lots of leads to important people and that the 
FBI which was investigating the matter was working on three theories: 

1. It was organized by the Republican National Committee. 

2. It was organized by the CIA. 

3. It was organized by some other party. 


I said that I had discussed this with Director Helms and I was 
quite sure that the Agency was not in any way involved and I knew 
that the Director wished to distance himself and the Agency from the 
matter. Dean then asked whether I was sure that the Agency was not 
involved, 


C 




I said that I was sure that none of 
the suspects had been on the Agency payroll for the last two years. 


Dean then said that some of the accused were getting scared and 
"wobbling". I said that even so they could not implicate the Agency. 
Dean then asked whether there was not some way that the Agency 
coul d yay bail for them (they had been unable to raise bail). He 
added that it was not just bail, that if these men went to prison, 
could we (CIA) find some way to pay their salaries while they were 
in jail out of covert action funds. 
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I said that I must be .quite clear. I waB the Deputy Director 
and as such had only authority specifically delegated to me by the 
Director and was not in the chain of command but that the great 
strength of the Agency and its value to the President of the nation 
lay in the fact that it was apolitical and had never gotten itself 
involved in political disputes. Despite the fact that I had only 
been with the Agency a short time, I knew that the Director felt 
strongly about this. 

I then said that big as the troubles might be with the Watergate 
Affair, if the Agency were to provide bail and pay salaries, this 
would become known sooner or later in the current "leaking" 
atmosphere of Washington and at that point the scandal would be 
ten times greater as such action could only be done upon direction 
at the "highest level" and that those who were not touched by the 
matter now would certainly be so. 

Dean seemed at first taken aback and then very much 
impressed by this argument and said that it was certainly a very 
great risk that would have to be weighed. I repeated that the 
present affair would be small potatoes compared to what would 
happen if we did what he wanted and it leaked. He nodded gravely. 

X said that, in addition, the Agency- would be completely 
discredited with the public and the Congress and would lose all 
value to the President and the Administration. Again he nodded ' 
gravely. 

He then asked if I could think of any way we (CIA) could help. 

I said I could not think of any but I would discuss the matter with 
the Director and would be in touch with him. However, I felt that 
I was fully cognizant of the Director's feelings in this matter. 

He thanked me and I left. 


Vernon A. Walters 
Lieutenant General. USA 


2 


( 414 ) 



37. On or about June 27, 1972 John Dean and Fred Fielding, his assistant, 
delivered to FBI agents a portion of the materials from Howard Hunt's safe. 
The materials given to the FBI agents included top secret diplomatic dis- 
patches relating to Vietnam. The portion withheld from the FBI agents 
included fabricated diplomatic cables purporting to show the involvement 
of the Kennedy administration in the fall of the Diem regime in Vietnam, 
memoranda concerning the Plumbers unit, a file relating to an investiga- 
tion Hunt had conducted for Charles Colson at Chappaquidick, and two note- 
books and a pop-up address book. 


37.1 

John Dean testimony, 3 SSC 937-38, 948 

Page 
416 

37.2 

Fred Fieldine deposition. Mav 15, 1973, Democratic 
National Committee v. McCord, 15, 34-35 

419 

37.3 

FBI inventory of contents of Hunt’s safe, published 
as insertions in SJC, Gray Nomination Hearings, 

Mav-rVi 7 1Q7^ 

422 

37.4 

Richard Ben-Veniste statement. United States v. 

Liddy, November 5, 1973, 3-5 
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When Petersen arrived at Kleindienst’s office he gave a status report 
of the investigation. Kleindienst then related my concern to Petersen. 
Petersen was troubled by the case and the implications of it. Klein- 
dienst had another meeting, so Petersen and I — I believe the other 
meeting was in his office, so Petersen and I went into Mr. Kleindienst’s 
back office and talked further. To the best of my recollection, we did 
not discuss specifics, rather it was a general discussion. 

I told him I had no idea where this thing might end, but I told him 
I did not think the White House could withstand a wide-open investi- 
gation. The sum and substance of our conversation was that I had no 
idea how far this matter might go, but I had reason — without being 
specific — to suspect the worst. The meeting ended on that note, that f 
hoped I was wrong. 

I do not recall ever reporting this meeting to Ehrlichman, because 
he had a somewhat strained relationship with Kleindienst and I 
thought he would raise havoc that I did not have an assurance from 
Kleindienst that he would take care of everything. I did report, how- 
ever, that I felt Petersen would handle this matter fairly and not pur- 


sue a wide-open inquiry into everything the White House had been 
doing for 4 years. I made this statement not because of anything Peter- 
sen specifically said, as much as the impression he gave me that he 
realized the problems of a wide-open investigation of the White House 
in an election year. 

* Returning now to the contents of Mr. Hunt’s safe, it was mid-morn- 
ing on Tuesday, June 20, when the GSA men brought several cartons 
to my office, which contained the contents of Hunt’s safe. I had learned 
earlier that morning from Fielding that the boxes had been secured in 
Kehrli’s office overnight. Fielding also reported that they had found a 
handgun in the safe, which Kehrli had disengaged, a large briefcase 
containing electronic equipment, and a number of documents, some 
of which were classified. I told Fielding I would like his assistance 
later that day in going through the material. 

During the afternoon of the 20th, Fielding and X began going 
through the cartons of Hunt’s materials. I remember looking in the 
briefcase, which contained electronic equipment. I frankly do not 
know what it was it contained, but it contained loose wires, chapsticks 
for your lips with wires coming out of them and instruction sheets 
for walkie-talkies. As I recall, there were also some antennas in there. 


We then began sorting the documents. The bulk of the papers were 
classified cables from the State Department relating to the early years 
of the war in Vietnam. These were separated out from the rest of 
the papers. The other papers I assumed related to Hunt’s work at the 
White House. Also, there were personal papers. I will attempt, to the 
best of my recollection, to describe the papers and documents that 
were found in the safe. I must point out, however, that I personally 
did not look at all the documents, rather it was a combined effort by 
Fielding and myself to determine what was in Hunt’s safe. 

First, among his personal papers were copies of his submissions for 
his per diem pay as a consultant, a few travel .vouchers, and an enve- 
lope containing materials of a personal nature relating to his wife. 

Among the papers that I assumed related to his work at the White 
House were numerous memorandums to Ohucljvolson regarding 
Hunt’s assessment of the plumbers unit operation and critical of Mr. 
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ICrogh’s handling of matters; a number of materials relating to Mr. 
Daniel Ellsberg, such as news clippings and a psychological study of 
Ellsberg which apparently had been prepared by someone who had 
never actually met or talked with Mr. Ellsberg ; a bogus cable — that is, 
other cables spliced together into one cable regarding the involvement 
of persons in the Kennedy administration in the fall of the Diem 
regime in Vietnam ; a memorandum regarding some discussion about 
the bogus cable with Colson and Mr. William Lambert ; some materials 
relating to an investigation Hunt had conducted for Colson at Chap- 
paquidick, some materials relating to the Pentagon Papers and a 
paperback book containing the published Pentagon Papers. 

Upon examining the contents of the safe, I recall that Fielding and 
I discussed our concern about the public impact some of these docu- 
ments might have if they became public, particularly in an election 
year. I requested that Fielding remove the politically sensitive docu- 
ments from the others, which he did. The classified State Department 
cables were too bulky for my own safe, so I called David Young and 
requested that he store them for me in his office, as I assumed at that 
time that they would probably be returned to the State Department. 

I told Young when he came to pick up the materials that they had 
come from Hunt’s safe and he should store them — all together — until 
I told him what to do with them. Accordingly, Mr. Young took the 
State Department documents to his office. The large briefcase was 
stored in a locked closet in my office suite, and the politically sensitive 
documents and Hunt’s personal papers were placed in a safe in my 
office. The remaining materials were left in the cartons on the floor in 
m v office. 

I subsequently met with Ehrlichman to inform him of the contents 
of Hunt’s safe. I gave him a description of the electronic equipment 
and told him about the bogus cable, the materials relating to Ellsberg 
and the other politically sensitive documents. I remember well his in- 
structions : He told me to shred the documents and “deep six” the brief- 
case. I asked him what he meant by “deep six.” He leaned back in his 
chair and said: “You drive across the river on your way home at 
night— don’t you?” I said, yes. He said, “Well, when you cross over 
the bridge on your way home, just toss the briefcase into the river.” 

I felt very much on the spot, so I told him in a joking manner that 
I would bring the materials over to him and he could take care of 
them because he also crossed the river on his way home at night. He 
said, no thank you, and I left his office and returned to my office. 

After leaving Erlichman’s office I thought about what he had told 
me to do and was very troubled. I raised it with Fielding and he shared 
my feelings that this would be an incredible action to destroy potential 
evidence. I think Mr. Fielding appreciated my quandary — when Ehr- 
lichman said do something, he expected it to be done. I decided to think 
it over. I did take the briefcase out of my office because the closet that 
it was being stored in was used by the secretaries in the office and I 
did not have an available safe to hold the large briefcase. I was also 
giving serious consideration to Ehrlichman’s instructions. Accordingly, 

I placed the briefcase in the trunk of my car, where it remained until 
I returned it to the office after I had reached a decision that I could 
not follow Ehrlichman’s instructions. I will explain in a few minutes 
how I handled the material in Hunt’s safe, but before doing so, I would 
like to continue with the sequence of events. 
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been earlier, that the CIA could not and would not be brought in to 
solve the problems confronting the White House and reelection com- 
mittee as a result of the Watergate incident. 

I subsequently informed Ehrlichman and Haldeman that unless the 
President directly ordered the CIA to provide support for those 
involved that the CIA was not going to get involved. I told them I 
agreed with Walters that this would be a terrible mistake and they 
both told me they agreed. 

Transmitting the Materials in Mr. Hunt’s Safe to the FBI 

r X would now like to explain the transmitting of the materials in 
Hunt’s safe to the FBI. As I noted earlier, shortly after the FBI inter- 
view on June 22 of Colson, and my later instructions from Ehrlichman 
to ~Deep Six” the briefcase and shred documents, I had informed the 
FBI that I would forward the material found in Hunt’s office. After 
weighing the implications of Ehrlichman’s instructions to destroy the 
items I decided that I would not engage in any such activity myself or 
be pushed into it. Accordingly, I asked David Young to return the 
State Department cable to my office. I had already returned the brief- 
case from my car trunk to my office. 

I received several calls from the FBI requesting the material, but 
I had not yet figured out how to tell Ehrlichman I was not going to 
destroy the material. I knew I had to develop a good argument to give 
Ehrlichman as to why the materials should not be destined. On 
June 25 or 26 I went to Ehrlichman to explain that I thought the 
men who drilled the safe had probably seen the briefcase, that the 
Secret Service agent who was present had probably seen some of the 
material ; that Mr. Ivehrli and Fielding had seen it — and what would 
happen when all those people were later asked by the FBI about the . 

* contents of the safe. Then, I said I felt we must turn over the material 
to the FBI. With regard to the sensitive documents. I suggested that 
they be given directly to Gray. I told Ehrlichman that, if ever asked 
under oath, I had to be able to testify that to the best of my knowledge, 
everything found in the safe had been turned over to the FBI. 

The FBI agents came to my office, I believe on June 26 or 27. 

I gave them one box, which had been packed and told them that 
as soon as the other material was packed I would get it to them. When 
I got tied up in a meeting, I phoned Fielding and asked him to pack 
up the remainder of the materials, which I believe was the State De- 
partment cables and the briefcase. He did so and turned over the re- 
mainder of the materials, with the exception of the two envelopes 
which contained the politically sensitive materials I described earlier. 

L I spoke with Ehrlichman on the 28th and informed him the material 
had been sent to the FBI with the exception of the politically sensitive 
documents. He told me he was meeting later that day with Gray and 
I should bring them over at that time. 

I went to Ehrlichman’s office just before Mr. Gray arrived. I placed 
the envelopes on the coffee table in his office. .When Gray arrived. 
Ehrlichman told him that we had some material for him that had 
come from Hunt's safe. Ehrlichman described it as politically sensi- 
tive. but not related to the Watergate. I told Gray that Fielding and 
I had gone through Hunt’s documents and had turned over all the 
materials to the agents except the documents in these two envelopes. 
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correct? Would it be the morning of the 20th? yes, the morning 
of the 20th, When you went through the bores. with Mr .‘ Dean, - 
what vas contained in those boxes? 

A Aside frtaii the briefcase, of course, .the bulk of the 
material were cables, copies of cables, 

Q Did you read the cables? 

A Just briefly I looked at them, 

Q Do you recall the contents of those cables? 

A Only generally . The cables , as I recall r were classi- 

fied . 

Q Do you know if they are still classified? 

A I would have -no way of knowing if they have been 
declassified, or not. They bore classif iCation markings on them. 

Q e What were the markings that indicated to you that they 
were classified? 

A Standard top secret* 

Q Stamp? 

A These were Thermofaat. I don* t really recall if thoy 
were stamped or just typed only. . 

Q Are these the ■telegrams that we have been reading about 
in the paper which Mr. Hunt allegedly has doctored up? 

A No. There were a lot of cables that I would cons liar 
to ba legitimate cables. In addition, there was a folder 
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over, to the best 6f my knowledge it wa3 all turned over, but. 

I wanted to qualify it to that extent, that it wasn't all turned 
over to the same person, but it Was all turned over ter the same 
organization, to the best of my Knowledge. 

Q Did Mr. Dean tell you who he had these discussions 

with? 

A Yes . 

Q Who WereHthose people? 

A He told me it wUs discussed with Mr. Hhrlichxnan. 

Q Mr. Haldeman? 

A No. As I recall, the only name that 1 recall in that 
conversation wasMr. Ehrlichman . Conceivably , he could have 
talked to any number of people. I don’t know. 1 wasn’t privy 
to any conversation except between Mr. Dean and myself. 

Q You were not in on any conversations? 

A No * 

Q You were getting reports as to hbw this was going to 
be handled? 

A It wasn’t even reports. It was just conversations 
that we had. During this period of time that that material 
was in the safe, I was doing other things. 

m 

Q When did the material come out of the safe, to the 
best of your knowledge? 
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A I believe on the 27th. I got a call from Mr. Dean 
and he asked me he told me that he had turned over some of 
the things that morning and asked me to get £ box 

q Let me stop you. You gay. he "turned over some of 
the things.!’ What type of things did he turn over? 

A He called me and said he had turned over some of the 
things that morning or that efternoon — I don't remember pre- 
cisely what the time frame was — and would I get a box and 
tgrn over the rest of it, that the FBI agents would come and 
pick it up; I got a box. He told me the material to be turned 
over was sitting on the .coffee table in his office; I got a 
box, went in, put the material in the box» put the briefcase 
in the box, sealed the box, marked it "Top Secret," presuming 
that that was the highest classification of anything there. 

When the agents came up to pick it up, they had already had 
some materials. As I recall, they gave me an inventory sheet 
at that point, although. I don’t recall whatever happened to' 
the inventory sheet. We have looked for it subsequently. That 
is why it is fresh in my mind that I didn’t know where it was. 
They, wanted to return the gun, the pistol, and i told them they 
either took all or nothing, so they went back and checked, got 

OR * 

on the telephone -ai-4- did something and then agreed that they 
weal- keep the pistol and then they took the box. 

fo caMlcT Mh<c ea#on. 


35-780 0 - 74-28 
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[Mr. Gray subsequently submitted the following document for 
the record:] 

Federal Bureau of Investigation*, 

July 3, 1972 . 

Mr, John Dean, Legal Counsel to Richard M. Nixon, President of the United 
States, Executive Office Building, 17th and Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W., Wash- 
ington, D.C. (WDC), provided Special Agents Daniel C. Mahan and Michael 
J. King of the FBI, v\ DC, one cardboard box, which he stated was the effects- 
of Mr. Everette Howard Hunt taken from Room 33S of the Executive Office- 
Building. The effects contained in this box provided by Mr. Dean are listed a 3 
follows: 

One small metal box; 

One .25 caliber automatic Colt revolver, bearing Serial Number 321S03; 

One clip for this revolver, containing live ammunition; 

One holster; 

One Rolodex file; 

One copy of the book “Pentagon Papers”; 

’ Numerous sheets of carbon copy papers; 

Two White House pads; 

Numerous sheets of White House stationery; 

One desk calendar; 

A quantity of office supplies, three stamp pads, scissors, pens and pencils, 
scotch tape, staples, staple gun, glue, and a clipboard; 

Two folders (instructions of office operation); 

One blanket; 

One plastic carrying case. 

' Interviewed on June 27, 1972, at Washington, D.C. File No. WFO 139-166* 
by S As Daniel C. Mahan and Michael J. King. Date dictated June 29, 1972. ’ 

Federal Bureau 1 of Investigation, 

Date of transcription: July 3, 1972. 

Mr. Fred Fielding, Assistant to the Legal Counsel to Richard M. Nixon, 
President of the United States, Executive Office Building, 17th and Pennsylvania 
Avenue, N.W., Washington, D.C. (WDC), furnished Special Agents Daniel C. 
Mahan and Michael J. King of the FBI, WDC, one large cardboard box sealed 
with tape and marked with pen “ Top Secret”. 

An inventory of the contents of that box is listed as follows: 

1. One brown envelope marked “Howard Hunt, Eyes Only, Personal 

Unclassified”. 9 

2. Six brown envelopes containing classified material relating to the “Pentagon 

Papers”. t 

3. One tan folder marked “Ellsberg” containing numerous papers concerning 
one Daniel Ellsberg. 

4. One tan folder marked “Pentagon Papers” containing newspaper articles. 

5. One tan folder marked “Time and Pay Records” containing verification of 
hours worked at the White House. 

6. One tan folder marked “Correspondence” containing copies of letters. 

7. One tan folder marked “Press Contacts” containing press contacts and 
newspaper articles. 

8. One tan folder marked “John Paul Vann” containing a newspaper article. 

9. One empty gray folder. 

10. One black attache case containing the following list of items: 

Four Kel-Com Transceivers Technical Manual and Operating Instruction — Bell 
and Howell 148-174MCS; 

Two antennas — UG-447/U and numbered 74868; 

RG-5SA/U, Belden 8259 Antenna Lead Wire; 

Four rechargeable model B1 nickel cadmium batteries — Bell and Howell: 

One tear gas cannistcr/ General MK VII, M/G. General Ordnance Equipment 
Corp., Pittsburgh, Pa; 

Two microphones — simulated chapstick containers; 

Three antenna leads; 

Two earphones, numbered 8813, 9042; 

Four antennas, bendable wire; 

Six jack wires; 
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One shoulder harness with white lead wire and phone jack; 

Three shoulder harnesses; 

Three belt harnesses; 

Three operating instructions for Bell and Howell Portable Transmitter; 

One Mobil Oil Co. map of Delaware, Maryland, Virginia and West Virginia, 
with pencil circle around Warrenton, Virginia area and with pencil circle around 
Union Station area; 

Two lead wires with black end and pink end; - 

One Avis rental car map of the Baltimore, Md., and WDC area, with circles 
around junction of Route 695 and 195, circle in the area of junction with George 
Washington Memorial Parkway and 195, circled area of junction with George 
Washington Memorial Parkway and Route 166, circled area of junction of Capital 
Beltway and Maryland Route 190 (River Road), circled area of junction with 
1270 and 1495, circled area of Campbell Corner, Maryland, circled area of 14th 
and K Streets, N. W., with a pencil route traced from the House of Representatives 
Office Buildings to the 14th and K Street areas. 

Interviewed on June 27, 1972, at Washington, D.C. File No. WFO 139-166; by 
^hA^Daniel C. Mahan and Michael J. King. Date dictated June 29, 1972. 

Senator Byrd. Did the FBI believe Mr. Dean turned over every- 
thing that had been taken from Mr. Hunt's safe? 

Air. Gray. I know allegations have been made that this did not 
occur. This came up in October, as I recall, when I think there was a 
motion to suppress evidence filed by Mr. Hunt, and his attorney. At 
that time we again went into this allegation, with the assistant U.S. 
attorney and with the Assistant Attorney General in the Criminal 
Division, regarding a pocket notebook and a Hermes notebook. 

I think I am correct in saying that the agents went to stores here in 
Washington trying to identify a Hermes notebook or a Hermis note- 
book, whatever that is. But the allegations were made in that motion 
to suppress that this pocket notebook and this Hermes notebook were 
not turned over. 

That was not found in any of the effects of Howard Hunt. This was 
looked into in the presence of the special agent, the assistant U.S. 
attorney— this was at the time we were preparing to respond to that 
motion — and the Assistant Attorney General in charge of the Criminal 
Division. 

And there is no evidence at all that that pocket notebook and that 
Hermes notebook were there. 

. Senator Byrd. Was Mr. Dean subsequently questioned? 

Mr. Gray. He was questioned at that time, yes; he was. \es, that is 
correct. 

Senator Byrd. On what date was he questioned? 

Mr. Gray. I will have to get the date for you for the record. 

(Mr. Gray subsequently submitted the following document for the 
record:) 

Mr. Gray. Upon checking the records, Senator Bvrd, I have learned that on 
January 4, 1973, in pretrial preparation, Mr. Dean, Mr. Kehrli and Mr. Fielding- 
were all questioned by Assistant U.S. Attorney Silbert, in the presence of Assistant 
Attorney General Petersen of the Criminal Division and a bpecial Agent of our 
Washington Field Office in Mr. Petersen’s office at the Justice Building. 

Senator Byrd. Was he questioned subsequent to the first interroga- 
tion? Were there followups? 

Mr. Gray. No; I will have to look at the date of the list of inter- 
views. I am talking now about when he w as questioned regarding the 
motion to suppress and the fact that there were items missing from 
the material turned over to us. 

Senator Byrd. Are you convinced that there was no effort to conceal 
anything? 
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THE DEPUTY CL’’ RY: Criminal Action No. 182 7'- 72, 

| United States of America versus E. Howard Hunt, James W. McCord, 

[ Bernard L. Barker, Eugenio R. Martinez, Frank A. Sturgis and | 


Virgilio R. Gonzales . 

Mr. Philip Laco vara and Mr. Richard Ben-Veniste, 


counsel for the governr.ou . 


Mr. Sidney Sachs, counsel for Mr. Hunt.- u/Vv; -T L. 
Mr. Bernard L. Fsnsterwald, counsel for Mr. McCord. 


Mr. Daniel E. Shultz, counsel for Messrs. Barker, 


Martinez, Sturgis and Gonzalez. 


THE COURT: Mr. Shultz -- 


MR. SHULTZ. : Yes, Your Honor. 

THE COURT: As to the defendants whom you represent. 


do you waive their right to be present here today? 


i • MR. SHULTZ: Yes, I do. Your Honor. y yy y ' ■ ' T ' 

! ‘ 

THE COURT: Mr. Shultz, I will hear you with reference 

to the motion filed by your clients to withdraw their pleas of 

guilty. I will allow you one half-hour and then I will allow 

the Government one half-hour to answer. 

MR. BEN-VENISTE: May I make a brief statement of 

I! ' facts? 

THE COURT: Yes. 




MR. BEN-VENISTE: Your Honor, this is in connection 


with the motion made by the defendant Hunt and it relates to 
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evitlc-.ice which has recently come into our possession from John 
f*\ Dean III. As you know , Your Honor, Mr. Dean pleaded guilty 
on October 19th before this Court and following that time we 
had occasion to interview him from time to time but the 
developments ever the- last few weeks inhibited us to some 
extent 'from doing that as thoroughly as we would like. However 
last Friday, while v/e were in Court, members of our staff i 
interviewed Mr. Dean and questioned him with respect to the 
contexts of Mr. Hunt's safe. This was the first occasion on 
which members of the Special Prosecution Force had the 
opportunity to question him about this matter. Mr. Dean relate 
that at some time in late January, 1973, he discovered a file 
folder in his office containing the President's estate plan, 
two cloth-bound notebooks with cardboard covers and lined pages 
.containing some handwriting. Dean at that time recalled that 
these had come from Howard Hunt's safe. Dean did not look at 
the contents and cannot recall^what might have been in them. 

He assumed it related to the Ellsberg break-in. He shredded '; 
both notebooks in his shredder. 

At the same time he also discovered a pop-up address . 
book containing some names with each page x-d out in ink. Dean 
threw this pop-up notebook into the waste basket at the time. 
These are facts, of course, which defense counsel should know 
about. V. ! c are apprising the Court of them at this time for 
that purpose. It is out belief that this does not alter ouj 1 
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uncut which we will present to the Court in due course. 


Thank you, Your Honor. 

THE COURT: Do you wish to say anything? 

MR. SACHS: At this time, no. Your Honor. 

THE COURT: Mr. Shultz, I will hear from you. 

MR. SHULTZ: Your Honor, my understanding of the 

argument today with respect to the motions filed for leave . 
to withdraw guilty pleas is to address ourselves to the 
question cf whether or not what we have submitted is legally 
sufficient either to grant the motions on the basis of the papers 
that have been submitted or to require a hearing. I would like 
to say at the outset that for possibly the first time , at 
least in part, we agree with the Government. We feel that 
based upon what has been submitted that a hearing isn f t necessary 
either, but we feel because the motions should be granted. 

The affidavits which we have submitted pursuant to the Court's 
request and the Government's urging we feel set for the fact 

that these defendants, Mr. Martinez, Mr. Gonzalez, Mr. Sturgis 

.1 

and Mr. Barker, do have a defense to the charges themselves. 

In large part, the only reason and purpose for a hearing at 
this point would be for the Government to challenge the 
validity of their defense, and we think the authorities are 
clear in saying that in terms of ruling on a motion to withdraw 
and one made pre-sentence that the Court is not supposed to 
delve into the merits of the proffered defense. While on the 
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38. On June 26 or 27, 1972 Dean met with Walters and asked if there 
was any way the CIA could provide the bail money or pay the salaries of 


the persons arrested in connection with the break-in at the DNC head- 
quarters. Walters said the CIA would do so only on a direct order from 
the President. According to Dean, his proposal to the CIA had previously 
been approved by John Ehrlichman. Dean also has testified that he 
reported to Ehrlichman regarding Walters' negative position on the 
proposal, and that he was asked by Ehrlichman to push Walters a little 
harder. Ehrlichman has denied receiving these reports from Dean. On 
June 28, 1972 at 10:45 a.m. Dean met with Ehrlichman. At 11:30 a.m. 

Dean telephoned Walters and asked Walters to see him in his EOB office. 

At this meeting Walters and Dean discussed the Dahlberg check and the 
Mexican checks, and Dean again asked whether the CIA could do anything 
to stop the FBI investigation of these checks. Walters said there 
was nothing his Agency could do. 

Page 

38.1 John Ehrlichman log, June 26-28, 1972 (received 

from SSC) 428 

38.2 John Dean testimony, 3 SSC 945-48 429 

38.3 Vernon Walters testimony, 9 SSC 3410-12 433 

38.4 John Ehrlichman testimony, 7 SSC 2835 436 

38.5 Vernon Walters memorandum for record, June 28, 

1972, SSC Exhibit No. 130, 9 SSC 3816-17 437 

38.6 Vernon Walters memorandum for record * June 29, 

1972, SSC Exhibit No. 131, 9 SSC 3818 439 

38.7 Vernon Walters memorandum for record, June 29, 

1972, SSC Exhibit No. 132, 9 SSC 3819-20 440 
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MON.13A): 

. JUNE 26, 1972 

8:00 

HRH office 

CO 

1 

U* 

Roosevelt Roo: 

10:00 

C ols on, MacG 

11:00 

President 

12:25 

John Dean 

12:45 

Randall Smith 


6:00 Tennis with r 

TUESDAY, JUNE 27, 1972 


Roosevelt Room - p.r. group 

President, Shultz, Weinberger, Stein (budget) 
Tennis with Hullin, Mrs. S, Hruska 


8:00 
S: 15 
9:55 
10:00 
12:00 
12:30 
1:00 
2:00 
4:15 


HRH office 
Roosevelt Room 

President , , 

President, Republican Members of Senate Finance Committe 
Bruce Agnew (Business Week) 

Fred Maiek 

Bunch in Mess with Jan, Pete, Barb Peeve 
Robert Toth (BA Times) 

Klein's group of local anchormen - EOB Conference Room 


WEDNESDAY, JUNE 28, 1972 


8:00 
8:15 
10:45 
12:30 
2:10 
2:30 
3 :45 


HRH office 
Roosevelt Room 
John Dean 

Joan Sullivan, Susan Engsircm (Santa Monica High. School) 

John Dean 

President 

Weinberger's office - HRH 

Tennis -with Vernon Jordan (Urban Beague), Hullin, Young 
B. Patrick Cray, III, John Dean 
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tion I was bringing to their attention, that this information was being 
given to the President. 

I do not recall when actually I received the first written information 
from the FBI, but I believe it was after July 21 when I received a 
summary report that had been prepared on the investigation to that 
stage. 

I would also like to now summarize to the bottom of the page, and 
indicate that when 

Mr. Dash. Bottom of page 72. 

Mr, Dean. Seventy-two, correct, and indicate that after I did get 
possession of the documents, the FBI files, I found them not very 
meaningful and later Mr. Mardian, Mr. Parkinson, Mr. O’Brien came 
over to my office and read the reports, and Mardian, they all reached 
the same conclusion and I recall Mardian’s reaction was that the docu- 
ments indicated that the investigation was too vigorous and he was 
quite critical of Gray and -asked me to call Gray to slow down but I 
never made such a cail. 

It was after I showed a copy of the July 21 report to Mr. 
Mitchell that Mardian insisted ttiat he be permitted to see the FBI 
reports. Mitchell agreed, and thought that Paul O’Brien and Ken 
Parkinson should also see them. 

I recall that when Mardian, O’Brien and Parkinson finally 
came to my office to look at the reports, they realized that they 
were not Very meaningful. It was Mr. Mardian, however, who be- 
came very excited because of the scope of the investigation that 
Gray was conducting and the tone of the cables he was sending out 
of headquarters. Mardian clearly thought that Gray was being 
too vigorous in his investigation of the case and was quite critical 
of Gray’s handling of the entire matter. He demanded that I tell 
Gray to slow down, but I never did so. 

Summarizing the first paragraph on page 73, 1 would also note that 
I never showed any of these reports to any persons who were inter- 
viewed by the FBI and they were only given to Mr. Dick Moore of the 
White House staff when he was working on the Segretti matter for 
Mr. Ehrlichman and Mr. Haldeman. 

I do not recall ever finding anything in the FBI reports which 
I scanned, that was worth reporting to Ehrlichman and Halde- 
man and so I never read all of the reports that were sent to me. 
The FBI files containing the reports never left my office, nor were 
they shown to anyone in the White House other than Dick Moore 
when Mr. Moore had been instructed to prepare a report on the 
Segretti incident by Ehrlichman. I never showed the reports to 
any of the persons who were interviewed by the FBI after thei 7 * 
interviews. 

First Dealings With the CIA 

I will turn now to the first dealings I had with the CIA. It was dur- 
ing the meeting in Mitchell’s office on June 23 or 24 that Mardian first 
raised the proposition that the CIA could take care of this entire mat- 


Xote. — Indented matter represents portions of Mr. Dean's prepared statement which 
were omitted or summarized In his presentation. 
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ter if they wished, in that they had funds and covert procedures for 
distributing funds. I was personally unaware of the workings of the 
CIA, but Mardian and Mitchell appeared very knowledgeable. As a 
result of this conversation, which was prompted by my reporting that 
Gray thought the CIA might be involved Mitchell suggested I explore 
with Ehrlichman and Haldeman having the White House contact the 
CIA for assistance. It was also argued that the individuals involved 
in the Watergate incident, as former CIA operatives, might com* 
promise the CIA in some manner, and the CIA should be interested in 
assisting. 

On Monday morning, June 26, I spoke with Ehrlichman regarding 
this suggestion. He thought it was a good idea and worth exploring. 
He told me to call the CIA and explore it with them. I told him that 
I had never dealt with anyone at the CIA and did not know Director 
Helms. He told me that I should not call Helms, rather General 
Walters. I told him I did not know General Walters either. He then 
told me that he and Haldeman had had a little chat — as he called it — 
with Helms and General Walters a few days earlier about their deal* 
ings with the FBI in relationship to the investigation. He was not 
specific. He then told me that I should deal with General Walters 
because he was a good friend of the White House and the White 
House had put him in the Deputy Director position so they could have 
some influence over the Agency. He told me that I should tell General 
Walters that I was calling because he (Ehrlichman) had requested 
that I follow up on the earlier meeting they had and if there were 
any problems General Walters should call him. After my meeting 
with Ehrlichman, I telephoned General Walters. I told him I was 
calling at Ehrliehman’s request on a matter relating to his previous 
discussions with Ehrlichman and Haldeman, and would like to have 
him visit with me if possible. He seemed somewhat surprised and un- 
certain about my call, so I told him that he might like to check with Mr. 
Ehrlichman. He said he would get back to me and he later called me 
back to set up a meeting for about noon at that day. 

When General Walters came to my office I told him again that I was 
meeting with him at Ehrliehman’s request. I made some general com- 
ments about the Watergate case. It was from my discussion as a result 
of general comment with Walters that I became aware of the fact 
that Ehrlichman and Haldeman had discussed the Dahlberg and Mex- 
ican money. We then discussed the fact that some of the leads that 
the FBI were pursuing were, to my understanding, were unrelated 
to the Watergate but could result in persons, totally uninvolved, being 
embarrassed. I would just like to note to counsel for the record that 
some of this is different from the original pagination of my draft 
that may have been lost through the transcribing of it here. I also 
told him that I understood that the FBI had developed three possible 
theories of the case, which I explained and then asked if. in fact, any 
of the men arrested were persons that were working for the CIA. 
General Walters assured me that they were not. I then told him that 
I had been asked to explore every possible moans of dealing wirh this 
rather embarrassing and troublesome situation. Ix^cause some of the 
men involved were looking for assistance. I asked him if there was 
any possible wav the CIA could be of assistance in providing support 
for the individuals involved. General Walters told me that while 
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it could, of course, be done, he told me that he knew the Director’s 
feelings ■about such a matter and the Director would only do it on a 
direct order from the President. He then went on to say that to do 
anything to compound the situation would be most unwise and that 
to involve the OIA would only compound the problem because it would 
require that the President become directly involved.^ 

"While I cannot recall in detail everything General Walters told me, 
I do recall that his argument was most sound and very persuasive. I 
told him I agreed with his position fully and I had merely been asked 
to explore the potential, which he very rightly stated was too great a 
risk. As the discussion ended I asked him that if he had any further 
ideas and told him I would appreciate the benefit of his thoughts. I 
thanked him for his coming over and his candid answers and he 
departed. 

Subsequent to my meeting with General Walters, I reported back to 
Ehrhdaman that Walters had informed me that any involvement by 
the CIA in this matter was impossible. I recall that when I reported 
this to Ehrlichman, he very cynically said “very interesting”. He told 
me that I should talk with General Walters further and push him a 
little harder to see if the CIA couldn’t help out, particularly with 
regard to the unnecessary pursuit of investigative leads. I also recall 
Ehrlichman saying something to the effect that General Walters seems 
to have forgotten how he got where he is today. 

I would like to skip the paragraph on page 77 regarding the call 
from Gray, and turn to the last paragraph on 77. 

I received a phone call from Gray on June 27 iu which 
he expressed both concern and confusion about his determining if 
the CIA was or was not concerned about the FBI investigation. I 
was also confused by Gray’s call and do not recall at this time 
what, if anything, I did after I received it. However, I do recall 
that Ehrlichman had mentioned to me that he wanted Gray to 
deal with General Walters rather than Director Helms. Appar- 
ently this was the cause of the confusion on Gray’s behalf. 

On the morning of June 28 I arranged again to meet with General 
Walters. I was first embarrassed about requesting the meeting because 
he had been most explicit and convincing to me at the first meeting. I 
told him that I requested the meeting at Ehrlichman’s behest to further 
discuss the problems of the Dahlberg and Mexican checks. I told him 
what I knew about the matters and that, to the best of my knowledge, 
they were not related to the Watergate incident. I then asked him if he 
had any suggestions. He expressed sympathy over the situation, but 
said there was nothing his agency could do. He again explained rea- 
sons similar to his earlier comments regarding CIA involvement and I 
expressed my understanding. I then asked him if he had any ideas at 
all and he said that it might be possible to explain the matter as an 
anti-Castro activity. We had some general discussion of this, but 
nothing concrete emerged from the discussion. Before Walters 
departed I assured him that I agreed that it would be most unwise to 
involve the CIA, and I thanked him— almost apologetically — for 
coming by again. At no time did I push him as I had been instructed. 

At the conclusion of this meeting I was totally convinced, as I had 

Note. — I ndented matter represents portions of Mr. Dean’s prepared statement which 
wero omitted or summarized in his presentation. 
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been earlier, that the CIA could not and would not be brought in to 
solve the problems confronting the White House and reelection com- 
mittee as a result of the Watergate incident. 

I subsequently informed Ehrlichman and Hal de man that unless the 
President directly ordered the CIA to provide support for those 
involved that the* CIA was not going to get involved. I told them I 
agreed with Walters that this would be a terrible mistake and they 
both told me they agreed. 

TnAXSVOTTIXG THE MATERIALS IX Mlt. HtJXT's SAFE TO THE FBI 

I would now like to explain the transmitting of the materials in 
Hunt’s safe to the FBI. As I noted earlier, shortly after the FBI inter- 
view on June 22 of Colson, and my later instructions from Ehrlichman 
to ~Deep Six' 5 the briefcase and shred documents, I had informed the 
FBI that I would forward the material found in Hunt's office. After 
weighing the implications of Ehrlichman’s instructions to destroy the 
items I decided that I would not engage in any such activity myself or 
be pushed into it. Accordingly, I asked David Young to return the 
State Department cable to my office. I had already returned the brief- 
case from my car trunk to my office. 

I received several calls from the FBI requesting the material, but 
I had not yet figured out how to tell Ehrlichman I was not going to 
destroy the material. I knew I had to develop a good argument to give 
Ehrlichman as to why the materials should not be destroyed. On 
June 25 or 26 I went to Ehrlichman to explain that I thought the 
men who drilled the safe had probably seen the briefcase, that the 
Secret Service agent who was present had probably seen some of the 
material ; that Mr. Ivehrli and Fielding had seen it — and what would 
happen when all those people were later asked by the FBI about the 
contents of the safe. Then, I said I felt we must turn over the material 
to the FBI. With regard to the sensitive documents. I suggested that 
they be given directly to Gray. I told Ehrlichman that, if ever asked 
under oath, I had to be able to testify that to the best of my knowledge, 
everything found in the safe had been turned over to the FBI. 

The FBI agents came to my office, I believe on June 26 or 27. 
I gave them one box, which had been packed and told them that 
as soon as the other material was packed I would get it to them. When 
I got tied up in a meeting, I phoned Fielding and asked him to pack 
up the remainder of the materials, which I believe was the State De- 
partment cables and the briefcase. He did so and turned over the re-* 
mainder of the materials, with the exception of the two envelopes 
which contained the politically sensitive materials I described earlier. 
I spoke with Ehrlichman on the 28th and informed him the material 
had been sent to the FBI with the exception of the politically sensitive 
documents. He told me he was meeting later that day with Gray and 
I should bring them over at that time. 

I went to Ehrlichman’s office just before Mr. Gray arrived. I placed 
the envelopes on the coffee table in his office. When Gray arrived. 
Ehrlichman told him that we had some material for him that had 
come from Hunt’s safe. Ehrlichman described it as politically sensi- 
tive, but not related to the Watergate. I told Gray that Fieldin.g and 
I had gone through Hunt’s documents and had turned over all the 
materials to the agents except the documents in these two envelopes. 
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[The document referred to was marked exhibit No. 130.*] 

Mr. Dash. After that meeting with Mr. Dean on June 26, did you 
rei^o rt back to former Director Helms? 

General Walters. I did. I told Mr. Helms generally what had trans- 
pired and he approved of my firm stand with Dean and I related in 
some detail the various matters that I had discussed with Mr. Dean 
and the fact that I had told Mr. Dean that no Agency assets would 
be compromised by the pursuit of the FBI investigation in Mexico. 

Mr. Dash. I think you mentioned earlier that you did again meet 
with Mr. Dean. When did you next meet with Mr. Dean? 

General Walters. On the following morning, June 27, I received 
another telephone call from Mr. Dean summoning me down to his 
office. I went down to Mr. Dean’s office. I believe the time is indicated 
in the memorandum, 11 :30 a.m. 

Mr. Dash. I think 11 :45 a.m. 

General Walters. 11 :45 a.m., and Mr. Dean said that the investiga- 
tion was continuing, that some of the suspects were wabbling and might 
talk and I said, “Well, that is just too bad but it has nothing to do 
with us because nothing that they can say can implicate the Agency.” 

So he again said, “Have you not discovered something about Agency 
involvement in this matter?” And I said, “No, I have not discovered 
anything about Agency involvement in this matter.” He said, “Is there 
not something the Agency can do to help?” I said, “I do not see how 
we can be helpful.” Then he said, “Well, would there be any way in 
which you could go bail or pay the salaries of these defendants while 
they are in jail?” And I said, “No way. To do so would implicate 
the Agency in something in which it is not implicated. I will have no 
part in this.” 

Again I went through the reasoning of the appalling effect it would 
have. I made plain to him that if the Agency were to intervene in this, 
it would become known in the leaking atmosphere in Washington, that 
it would be a total disaster, and I would like to say, if I may at this 
point, that I have not spent the whole of my adult life in the Central 
Intelligence Agency. I joined it for the first time in May of 1972. But 
I am convinced that an elective CIA is essential if the United States 
is to survive as a free and democratic society in the rough world in 
which we live, and I was determined that I would not see it destroyed 
or implicated as might be desired in this business. I further told Mr. 

Dean that when we expended funds, covert funds within the United 
States, we were required to report this to our congressional oversight 
committees and this seemed to cool his enthusiasm considerably. We 
had a few more discussions and again he asked me whether there was 
any way we could be helpful and I said, “No, we could not be.” 

Mr. Dash. Did you, by the way, at the meeting on June 28 — do you 
have a copy of your memorandum with you ? 

General Walters. Yes, I do. 

This is the meeting of the 28th or the memorandum written on the 
28th? 

Mr. Dash. No. The meeting of the following day. the meeting you 
have just testified to. 

General Walters. On the 28th : yes, I do. 

•See p. 3S16. 
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Mr. Dash. Yes. First let me show you your copy of a memorandum 
you prepared on June 29 of your meeting on June 27 and ask if this 
is a correct copy of that meeting. 

General Walters. Yes, it is. 

Mr. Dash. Mr. Chairman, if we can have that marked for identifi- 
cation and received. 

Senator Ervin. That will be marked and appropriately numbered 
as an exhibit and received in evidence as such. 

[The document referred to was marked exhibit No. 131.*] 

Mr. Dash. All right, now General Walters, the veiy next day, it 
appears that you had another meeting with Mr. Dean. 

General Walters. That is right. 

Mr. Dash. Did you report to former Director Helms on your 27th 
meeting? 

General Walters. Mr. Helms was extremely interested in this whole 
business and I reported to him immediately returning to the Agency 
on each occasion. 

Mr. Dash. On the 28th when you began to write these memorandums, 
could you tell the committee what caused you to begin to put this down 
in writing? 

General Walters. Well, as soon as he broached the question of bail 
and paying the salaries of these defendants, I realized that for the 
first time there was a clear indication that something improper was 
being explored, and I discussed this with Mr. Helms and we agreed, 
again I don’t know whether he or I suggested it, that we write the 
memorandum, that I wrote the memorandum on these meetings and 
kept a record of them and that is how the memorandums came to be 
recorded. It will be noted I wrote practically five of them on the same 
day to catch up with the past. 

Mr. Dash. Yes. 

The meeting on the 28th it appears was a fairly significant meeting 
because it was a followup again of a third meeting that you had with 
Mr. Dean. Do you have a copy of that memorandum? 

General Walters. Of my meeting of the 28th ? 

Mr. Dash. Yes ; which you prepared on June 29, 1972. 

General Walters. Yes, I do have it. 

Mr. Dash. Would you read that memorandum in full, General 
Walters? 

General Walters [reading] : 

On 28 June at 11 :30 John Dean asked me to see him at his office in the 
Executive Office Building. I saw him alone. 

He said that the Director’s meeting — 

That is Director Helms’ meeting — 

with Patrick Gray, FBI Director, was canceled and that John Ehrlichman had 
suggested that Gray deni with me instead. 

The problem was how to stop the FBI investigation beyond the five suspects. 

Leads ied to two other people — Ken Dalilberg and a Mexican named Guena. 

Dean said that the $80,000 was unrelated to the bugging case and Dahlber?: was 
refusing to answer questions. Dean then asked hopefully whether I could do 
anything or had any suggestions. 

I repeated that as Deputy Director, I had no independent authority. I was 
not in the channel of command and had no authority other than that given me 
by the Director. The idea that I could act independently was a delusion and had 
no basis in fact. 


•See p. 3818. 
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Dean then asked what might be done and I said that I realized he had a tough 
problem, but if there were Agency involvement, it could he only at Presidential 
directive and the political risks that were concomitant appeared to me to be 
unacceptable. At present there was a high explosive bomb but intervention such 
as he had suggested would transform it into a megaton hydrogen bomb. The pres- 
ent caper was awkward and unpleasant. Directed intervention by the Agency 
could he electorally mortal if it became known and the chances of keeping it 
secret until the election were almost nil. I noted that scandals had a short life in 
Washington and other newer spicier ones soon replaced them. I urged him not to 
become unduly agitated by this one. 

He then asked if I had any ideas and I said that this affair already had a 
strong Cuban flavor and everyone knew the Cubans were conspiratorial and 
anxious to know what the policies of both parties would be toward Castro. They, 
therefore, had a plausible motive for attempting this amateurish job which any 
skilled technician would deplore. This might be costly but it would be plausible. 

Dean said he agreed that this was the best tack to take but it might cost half a 
million dollars. He also agreed (for the second time) that the risks of Agency 
involvement were unacceptable. After a moment’s thought he said that he felt that 
Gray’s cancellation of his appointment with Director Helms might well be re- 
versed in the next few hours. 

Etean thanked me and I left. 

Mr. Dash. First, General Walters, where was this meeting to be 
held on June 28 which was canceled? 

General Walters. I did not know, Mr. Dash, I did not know what 
he was talking about. I presume some arrangement outside of me had 
been made for Director Helms to see Mr. Gray. 

Mr. Dash. But in any event, as your memorandum shows, Mr. 
Ehrlichman had indicated he had preferred Gray meet with you on 
an ongoing basis. 

General Walters. This is what Mr. Dean said. 

Mr. Dash. Could you tell the committee at least what your impres- 
sion was concerning that part of j T our memorandum— where you said 
this meeting is mostly concerning a Cuban conspiratorial plot and 
Dean’s statement that he agreed that this was the best tack to take 
but it might cost a half million dollars. 

General Walters. Yes, Mr. Dash. 

Dean went back at this point in the conversation, as I remember 
it, to the three hypotheses and he was sort of saying, “Who could 
have done this, who could have done this.” He did not indicate at any 
time that, he knew where the origin of this was. Quite frankly at this 
point my principal purpose was to divert him from pursuing the 
option of involving the Agency in this. I had read, I believe, about 
that time an article in the newspaper which put out a hypothesis that 
the Cubans might have been at the origin of this in order to try to find 
out what the policies of the Democratic Party would be if it were 
elected in 1972. This is what I basically said to Dean, that the Cubans 
had a plausible motive for doing this. 

Mr. Dean, obviously understood this as a suggestion of mine that he 
should try to blame the Cubans. In retrospect, as is so often said here 
from this table, I should have corrected him. Frankly, I was so relieved 
at seeing him apparently abandoning the idea of involving the Agency 
or at least retreating on the idea of involving the Agency that I did not 
correct his impression when he said he obviously thought I was sug- 
gesting that he could buy the Cubans. 

Mr. Das it. Would that be the inference that Mr. Doan’s statement 
that it might cost a half million dollars would actually require paying 
somebody off or take this position ? 


( 435 ) 



38.4 JOHN EERLICHMAN TESTIMONY, JULY 30 3 1973 » 7 SSC 2825 

2835 

at this meeting, and what it was General Walters was going to go and 
talk to Mr, Gray about. 

Senator Ervin. I think this may be an appropriate time to reces3 
for lunch. 

Mr. Wilson. Mr. Chairman, may I inquire about the schedule. Mr. 
Haldeman is our next witness and I would like-to ask would you 
suggest that he be here at 2 o’clock? He has a statement wdiich would 
take no longer than 2 hours to read and I would suggest that he read 
it the same day. 

Senator Ervin. I would suggest that he come in at 3 o’clock. I think 
we can finish with Mr. Ehrlichman at that time. I don’t know whether 
we can or not. 

[Whereupon at 12 :30 p.m., the committee recessed to reconvene at 
2 p.m. on the same day.] 

Afternoon Session, Monday, July 30, 1973 

Senator Ervin. The committee will come to order. 

Counsel will resume the interrogation of the witness. 

Mr. Dash. Mr. Ehrlichman, following the meeting that you had 
on June 23 with Mr. Walters, Mr. Helms, and Mr. Haldeman, did 
you instruct Mr. Dean to contact Mr. Walters and follow up on the 
June 23 meeting? 

Mr. Ehrlichman. No, sir I simply notified Mr. Dean that there 
had been a meeting, that General Walters was going to be talking 
with Mr. Gray, and that we had indicated to General Walters that 
Mr. Dean would be his contact from that point forward. 

Mr. Dash. Did there come a time when General Walters did call 
you and tell you that he was going to have a meeting or that Dean had 
contacted him and was it all right for him to speak to Mr. Dean? 

Mr. Ehrlichman. It either happened that way or I told him at 
the time of the meeting on the 23d that Dean would be his contact, 
one or the other, but I am quite sure that I indicated to General 
Walters that Dean was the White House man who was looking after 
_ _ _ this whole subject. 

Mr. Dash. Were you aware that Mr. Dean did in fact meet with 
General Walters on June 26 ? 

Mr. Ehrlich3Ian. No, I was not aware of those meetings. 

Mr. Dash. There were a series of meetings? 

Mr. Ehrlichman. Yes, I understand there were, and I was not 
aware of that series of meetings until just recently. 

Mr. Dash. And Mr. Dean did not report to you on them? 

_____ Mr. Ehrlichman. No, he did not. 

Mr. Dash. Now, on June 28, 1972, you met with Mr. Dean and Mr. 
Gray, and we have had some testimony on that, and on that same day 
you had two earlier meetings with Mi*. Dean. Do you recall what the 
two earlier meetings were about before the meeting with Mr. Dean and 
Mr. Gray? 

Mr. Ehrlichman. Not specifically. I surmised that one of them was 
simply an informational meeting knowing that I was about to leave 
town for an extended period of time. As I recall, there was a conversa- 
tion and whether it was by meeting or whether it was by telephone, 
I cannot recall, but ou the same day that we met with Pat Gray I am 
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Exhibit No. 

28 June 1972 

MEMORANDUM FOR RECORD 


On 26 June at about 10:00 a. m. I received a phone call from 
Mr. John Dean at the White House. He said he wished to see me 
about the matter'tnat John Ehrlichman and Bob Haldeman had 
discussed with me on the 23rd of June. I could check this out 
with them if I wished, I agreed to call on him in his office in 
Room 106 at the Executive Office Building at 1145 that morning. 
Immediately after hanging up, I called Ehrlichman to find out if 
this was alright and after some difficulty I reached him and he 
said I could talk freely to Dean. 

At 1145 I called at Dean's office and saw him alone. He said 
that the investigation of the Watergate "bugging” case was extremely 
awkward, there were lots of leads to important people and that the 
FBI which was investigating the matter was working on three theories: 

1. It was organized by the Republican National Committee. 

2. It was organized by the CIA. 

3. It was organized by some other party. 

I 9 aid that I had discussed this with Director Helms and IwaB 
quite sure that the Agency was not in any way involved and I knew 
that the Director wished to distance himself and the Agency from the 
matter. Dean then asked whether I was sure that the Agency was not 
involved. Q 

I said that I was sure that none of 
the suspects had been on the Agency payroll for the last two years. 

Dean then said that some of the accused were getting scared and 
"wobbling”. I said that even so they could not implicate the Agency. 
Dean then asked whether there was not some way that the Agency 
couxu'p-ay *oaii rcrr them jrney naa oeen unable to raise DaiiJ. He 
added that it was not just bail, that if these men went to prison, 
could we (CIA) find some way to pay their salaries while they were 
in jail out of covert action funds. 
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I said that I mu at he quite clear. I was the Deputy Director 
and a a such had only authority specifically delegated to me by the 
Director and was not in the chain of command but that the great 
strength of the Agency and its value to the President of the nation 
lay in the fact that it was apolitical and had never gotten itself 
involved in political disputes. Despite the fact that I had only 
been with the Agency a short time, I knew that the Director felt 
strongly about this. 

I then said that big as the troubles might be with the Watergate 
Affair, if the Agency were to provide bail and pay salaries, this 
would become known sooner or later in the current "leaking" 
atmosphere of Washington and at that point the scandal would be 
ten time9 greater as such action could only be done upon direction 
at the "highest level" and that those who were not touched by the 
matter now would certainly be so. 

Dean seemed at first taken aback and then very much 
impressed by this argument and said that it was certainly a very 
great risk that would have to be weighed, I repeated that the 
present affair would be small potatoes compared to what would 
happen if we did what he wanted and it leaked. He nodded gravely. 

I said that, in addition, the Agency would be completely 
discredited with the public and the Congress and would lose all 
value to the President and the Administration. Again he nodded 
gravely. 

He then asked if I could think of any way we (CIA) could help. 

I said I could not think of any but I would discuss the matter with 
the Director and would be in touch with him. However, I felt that 
I was fully cognizant of the Director's feelings in this matter. 

He thanked me and I left. 


Vtrnon A. Walters 
Lieutenant General. USA 
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Exhibit No. VAl 

29 June 1972 

MEMORANDUM FOR RECORD 


At 1145 on 27 June 1972, I saw John Dean at hie office in the 
Executive Office Building. 

I told him that I had spoken to Director Helms and found 
that what I had said to Dean the previous day did indeed reflect 
Helms’ views accurately. That he felt any involvement of the 
Agency would be most counter productive and furthermore, we 
had a legislative constraint about the expenditure of our funds 
within the United States. We had to clear them with the 
Chairmen of the CIA Oversight Committees in both House and 
Senate. This visibly lessened his enthusiasm. 

I then repeated my arguments that this caper while 
presently seeming very large would be overtaken by other 
spicier developments. Unfortunate though its consequences 
might be currently. Agency involvement by direction at the 
highest level would undoubtedly become known sooner or later 
and would then reach to people who were still uninvolved. He 
nodded. I said that my mind boggled that such risks as those 
involved in this caper could have been taken for such an 
unremunerative target. Involving the Agency would transform 
what was now a medium-sized conventional explosive into a 
multi -megaton explosion and simply was not worth the risk to 
all concerned. 

Dean thanked me looking glum and said he agreed with my 
judgment in all of these matters. 



Vernon A. Walters 
Lieutenant General, USA 
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Exhibit No. 182 

29 June 1972 

MEMORANDUM FOR RECO 

On 28 June at. 1130 John Dean asked me to see him at his 
office in the Executive Office Building. I saw him alone. 

He said that the Director's meeting with Patrick Gray, 

FBI Director, was cancelled and that John Ehrlichman had 
suggested that Gray deal with me instead. 

The problem was how to stop the FBI investigation beyond 
the five suspects. Leads led to two other people -- Ken Dahlberg 
and a Mexican named Guena. Dean said that the $89, 000 was 
unrelated to the bugging case and Dahlberg was refusing to 
answer questions. Dean then asked hopefully whether I could 
do anything or had any suggestions. 

I repeated that as Deputy Director, I had no independent 
authority. I was not in the channel of command and had no 
authority other than that given me by the Director. The idea 
that I could act independently was a delusion and had no basis 
in fact. 

Dean then asked what might be done and I said that I 
realized he had a tough problem, but if there were Agency 
involvement, it could be only at Presidential directive and the 
political risks that were concomitant appeared to me to be 
unacceptable. At present there was a high explosive bomb 
but intervention such as he had suggested would transform it 
into a megaton hydrogen bomb. The present caper was awkward 
and unpleasant. Directed intervention by the Agency could be 
electorallv mortal if it became known and the chances of keeping 
it secret until the election were almost nil. I noted that scandals 
had a short life in Washington and other newer spicier ones soon 
replaced them. I urged him not to become unduly agitated by 
this one. 
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He then asked if I had any ideas and I said that this 
affair already had a strong Cuban flavor and everyone knew 
the Cubans were conspiratorial and anxious to know what 
the policies of both parties would be towards Castro. They, 
therefore, had a plausible motive for attempting this 
amateurish job which any skilled technician would deplore. 
This might be costly but it would be plausible. 

Dean said he agreed that this was the best tack to take 
but it might cost half a million dollars. He also agreed (for 
the second time) that the risks of agency involvement were 
unacceptable. After a moment 1 s thought he said that he felt 
that Gray T s cancellation of his appointment with Director 
Helms might well be reversed in the next few hours. 

Dean thanked me and I left. 


Vernon A. Walters 
Lieutenant General, USA 
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39. On the morning of June 27, 1972 Gray met with Mark Felt and 
Charles Bates of the FBI to receive a briefing on the latest Watergate 
break-in developments. During that briefing Dean telephoned Gray. 

Gray has testified that in the ensuing conversation he told Dean that 
if Dahlberg continued to evade the FBI, Dahlberg would be called before 
a grand jury. Gray' also has testified that he asserted to Dean the 
importance of an aggressive FBI investigation to determine the motive 
and identity of all persons involved. 

On June 27, 1972 CIA Director Helms received a memorandum from 
the Chief of the Western Hemisphere Division of the CIA stating that 
there were no CIA traces on Manuel Ogarrio and that the CIA's last con- 
tact with a person named Kenneth Dahlberg occurred in 1961 and concerned 
the manufacturing of a hearing aid for a high level Peruvian. Later 
that day. Helms told Gray that the CIA had no interest in Ogarrio. 

Helms confirmed with Gray their plan to meet the following day. 
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MEMORANDUM FOR: Director of Central Intelligence 

SUBJECT; Mr. Manuel Ogarrio Daguerre and 

Mr. Kenneth Harry Dahlberg 


1. The information contained in paragraph 2 is for your information. 


2. In response to your 27 June 1972 request for traces, the following 
is submitted: 

a. Manuel Ogarrio Daguerre has an office on 156 Paseo 
de la Reforrna in Mexico City* This office is located in the 
same building as the Banco Internacional of Mexico City. His 
home address is Cerro de/Maika 310, Mexico City. There are 
no CIA traces on Manuel Ogarrio Daguerre. This man is listed 
in the Mexico City telephone directory. 

i 

b. Kenneth Harry Dahlberg. The Office of Security gave 

DCS an approval on 13 July 1965 to contact Kenneth Harry Dahlberg. 
Security File No. EE 30944 indicates Dahlberg was born on 30 June 
1917 in St. Paul, Minnesota*. .Discussions with DCS reveal Kenneth 
Harry Dahlberg is president of Dahlberg Company, 7731 Country 
Club Drive, Minneapolis, which manufactures hearing aids. CIA's 
last recorded contact with Dahlberg was in May 1961 when he 
worked on a hearing aid for* a high level Peruvian. The cards 
indicate there was interest in recontacting Dahlberg in April 
1965, but there is no record if he was contacted. The Dahlberg 
file is in Archives and will be available to us on 28 June 1972. 

The FBI wanted traces on Kenneth Dahlberg. Thus it is not clear 
if Kenneth Dahlberg, who is of interest to the FBI is identical 
with .Kenneth Harry Dahlberg who was in touch with CIA. 7 D 7 

[Comment: Kenneth Harry Dahlberg originally contacted CIA 

in 1958 on radio matters, *not further specified. There is an 
outside chance that radio matters could be tied to audio operations.] 
Additional conversations with the FBI on the working level will 
be needed to sort out the various interests in the name Kenneth 
Dahlberg. 

n 

Chief, Western Hemisphere Division 
SECRET/SENSITIVE 
EYES ONLY 

THE MATERIAL DELETED FROM THIS PAGE WAS UELETED BY THE CHAIRMAN AND RANKING 
MINORITY MEMBER AT THE REQUEST OF THE CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY. 
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mentioned in connection with the OIA situation* It is my best recol- 
lection, however, that they were and I undoubtedly told him that we 
would continue our peripheral investigation because of the apparently 
inconsistent reports I had received from Helms and Walters. He 
requested that we not conduct any interviews that would expose CIA 
sources in connection with our investigation into the source of the 
$114,000 in checks that were deposited in Mr: Barkers bank account. 
Again I told Mr. Dean that we would hold off temporarily with inter- 
views of Ogarrio and work around this problem to determine what we 

r were encountering. 

On Tuesday morning, June 27, 1972, I met with Mr Bates and 
Mr Mark Felt, Acting Associate Director, to receive a briefing on the 
latest developments. While they were in the office Mr Dean called. 
The call involved establishing the chain of custody for the contents of 
Howard Hunt’s safe and his providing us with photographs of certain 
White House staff members to aid us in identifying an individual who 
had been with Mr Hunt at the Miami Playboy Club in December of 
1971. In this conversation I also told Mr Dean that if Mr Dahlberg 
continued to evade us he would be called before the grand jury. 
Although I cannot pinpoint the exact telephone conversation. I believe 
that by this date Mr. Dean had requested that Mr Dahlberg not be 
interne wed because of alleged CIA interest in him. 

In this same conversation, I also told Mr. Dean that it was extremely 
important that the FBI continue its aggressiveness until we determine 
the motive, reasons, and identity of all persons involved. I said that I 
might be called upon at a later date to testify before congressional 
committees and we could not have the FBI accused of not pursuing 
this case to the end. 

Following the briefing by Mr Felt and Mr Bates and as an out- 
growth of it, I telephoned Director Helms of the CIA and asked him 
to tell me specifically if the CIA had any interest in Mr Ogarrio that 
would prevent us from interviewing him and also asked that he and 
General Walters meet the following day at 2:80 p.m. in my office with 
me, Mr Felt, and Mr. Bates to review our respective positions in this 
investigation. Director Helms told me that he would nave to check to 
determine whether the CIA had any interest in Mr Ogarrio and would 
call me later. I advised Mr Felt of this meeting and also asked that he 
notify Mr. Bates. Director Helms called me back later that afternoon, 
told me the CIA had no interest in Mr. Ogarrio, and confirmed our 
meeting for the next day. 

J ust 7 minutes after Director Helms’ call to me, Mr Dean called me 
at 8 :47 p.m., and although I cannot be absolutely certain, I believe this 
was a call again requesting me to hold off interviewing Mr. Ogarrio 
and Mr. Dahlberg because of CIA interest in these men. I cannot 
recall if I told him that I had just talked to Director Helms who 
informed me that CIA had no interest in Mr Ogarrio and that I was 
going to order that Mr Ogarrio be interviewed. I seem to remember 

L that Mr. Dean said to me that these men have absolutely nothing to do 
with Watergate, but I cannot remember whether lie said this to me in 
^his conversation or in earlier conversations. 

On Wednesday, June 28, 1972, at 10:25 a.m., Mr. Dean telephoned 
me and talked about rumors of leaks from the FBI. the material from 
Hunt’s safe previously delivered to the FBI, rumors of a slowdown in 
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40. On June 28, 1972 at 10:25 a.m. Dean telephoned L. Patrick Gray 
about rumors of leaks from the FBI, the material from Hunt's safe, a 
slowdown in the investigation, and the tracing of the Mexican money. 
According to Gray, he may have told Dean during this conversation of 
the meeting he had scheduled with Helms for 2:30 p.m. that day. At 
10:45 a.m. Dean met with John Ehrlichman. At 10:55 a.m. Ehrlichman 
telephoned Gray. Gray has testified that when he returned the call 
at 11:17 a.m., Ehrlichman said, "Cancel your meeting with Helms and 
Walters today; it is not necessary." At 11:23 a.m. Gray called Helms 
to cancel their meeting. Helms asked Gray to call off interviews which 
the FBI had scheduled with two CIA employees, (In July 1971, pursuant 
to a request from Ehrlichman to Deputy CIA Director Robert Cushman, 
the two CIA employees had provided Howard Hunt with disguises, hidden 
cameras, and other material for use in domestic clandestine operations. 
In requesting CIA assistance for Hunt, Ehrlichman had told Cushman 
that Hunt "has been asked by the President to do some special consulting 
work on security problems.") 
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mentioned in connection with the CIA situation. It is my best recol- 
lection, however, that they were and I undoubtedly told him that we 
would continue our peripheral investigation because of the apparently 
inconsistent reports I had received from Helms and Walters. He 
requested that we not conduct any interviews that would expose CIA 
sources in. connection with our investigation into the source of the 
$114,000 in checks that were deposited in Mr. Barkers bank account. 
Again I told Mr. Dean that we would hold off temporarily with inter- 
views of Ogarrio and work around this problem to determine what we 
were encountering. 

On Tuesday morning, June 27, 1972, I met with Mr, Bates and 
Mr. Mark Felt, Acting Associate Director, to receive a briefing on the 
latest developments. While they were in the office Mr. Dean called. 
The call involved establishing the chain of custody for the contents of 
Howard Hunt’s safe and his providing us with photographs of certain 
White House staff members to aid us in identifying' an individual who 
had been with Mr. Hunt at the Miami Playboy Club in December of 
1971. In this conversation I also told Mr. Dean that if Mr. Dahlberg 
continued to evade us he would be called before the grand jury. 
Although I cannot pinpoint the exact telephone conversation, I believe 
that by this date Mr. Dean had requested that Mr. Dahlberg not be 
interviewed because of alleged CIA interest in him. 

In this same conversation, I also told Mr. Dean that it was extremely 
important that the FBI continue its aggressiveness until we determine 
the motive, reasons, and identity of all persons involved. I said that I 
might be called upon at a later date to testify before congressional 
committees and we could not have the FBI accused of not pursuing 
this case to the end. 

Following the briefing by Mr. Felt and Mr. Bates and as an out- 
growth of it, I telephoned Director Helms of the CIA and asked him 
to tell me specifically if the CIA had any interest in Mr, Ogarrio that 
would prevent us from interviewing him and also asked that he and 
General Walters meet the following day at 2 :30 p.m. in my office with 
me, Mr. Felt, and Mr. Bates to review our respective positions in this 
investigation. Director Helms told me that he would have to check to 
determine whether the CIA had any interest in Mr, Ogarrio and would 
call me later. I advised Mr. Felt of this meeting and also asked that he 
notify Mr. Bates. Director Helms called me back later that afternoon, 
told me the CIA had no interest in Mr. Ogarrio, and confirmed our 
meeting for the next day. 

Just 7 minutes after Director Helms’ call to me, Mr. Dean called me 
at 3 :47 p.m., and although I cannot be absolutely certain, I believe this 
was a call again requesting me to hold off interviewing Mr. Ogarrio 
and Mr. Dahlberg because of CIA interest in these men. I cannot 
recall if I told him that I had just talked to Director Helms who 
informed me that CIA had no interest in Mr. Ogarrio and that I was 
going to order that Mr. Ogarrio be interviewed. I seem to remember 
that Mr. Dean said to me that these men have absolutely nothing to do 
with Watergate, but I cannot remember whether he said this to me in 
this conversation or in earlier conversations. 

" On Wednesday, June 28, 1972, at 10:25 a.m., Mr. Dean telephoned 
me and talked about rumors of leaks from the FBI, the material from 
Hunt's safe previously delivered to the FBI, rumors of a slowdown in 
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the FBI, and leaks from the FBI concerning the tracing of the $114,- 
000. Once again I believe there was some discussion about Ogarrio 
and Dahlberg and it is my recollection that I was asked if I had 
ordered the interviews of Ogarrio and Dahlberg. I replied that I had 
either ordered or was going to order the interview of Ogarrio. In this 
discussion, I may have told Mr. Dean that I had arranged to meet with 
Director Helms and Deputy Director Walters at 2 :30 p.m. that after- 
noon to try to get this CIA situation resolved, but I cannot be positive 
that I did. 

At 10:55 a.m. on this same day Mr. Ehrlichman called me. I was * 
not available, but I returned his call at 11 :17 a.m. His first words, 
issued abruptly, were: “Cancel your meeting with Helms and Walters 
today ; it is not necessary.” I asked him for his reasons and he simply 
said that such a meeting is not necessary. I then asked him point blank 
who was going to make the decisions as to who is to be interviewed. He 
responded, “You do.” 

I then telephoned Director Helms to tell him that I was canceling 
our meeting. I also advised Messrs. Felt and Bates of the cancellation, 
but stated that the three of us would meet. In this same conversation 
with me, Director Helms requested that we not interview active CIA 

L men Karl Wagner and John Caswell. I passed this information to Mr. 

Felt and instructed that these men not he interviewed. Before orders 
could get to the field, however, Mr. Caswell had already been inter- 
viewed. 

I met with Mr. Felt and Mr. Bates in my office at 2:30 p.m. on this 
Wednesday afternoon, June 28, to review the CIA situation. In this 
meeting I was brought up to date on all the latest developments in 
the case. I can recall specifically discussing with them the alleged com- 
partmentalization at CIA where the right hand is not supposed to 
knour what the left is doing in sensitive operations and asked if this 
could occur. We agreed that it was possible, but unlikely in the absence 
of some special White House interest in the highest classification of 
national security interests where the need to know was rigidly con- 
trolled. 

Mr. Bates pointed out that under no circumstances should we back 
off any investigation at the request of CIA without forcing them to 
reveal completely their interest in this matter, We all agreed that the 
FBI’s reputation was at stake and I assured them that I would not 
hold baefc the FBI in this investigation at anyone’s request, including 
the President of the United States, in the absence of overriding and 
valid considerations. I told them that if I were ordered to do so with- 
out valid reasons, I would resign. 

It was in this meeting that I believe I gave Mr, Felt and Mr, Bates 
instructions to go ahead with the interview of Mr. Ogarrio and to con- 
tinue our efforts to locate and interview Mr. Dahlberg. 

At 3:58 p.m., June 28, Mr. Dean called and I was not available. 

I returned the call at 4 :35 p.m. and I believe now that this call in- 
volved a remiest bv Mr. Dean to hold up on the interview of Miss 
Kathleen Ohenow for alleged reasons of national security until she 
returned from her vacation in England. I’m sure I said we would 
hold up for the time being but she would have to he interviewed soon. 

I can recall saving that we will interview her in England unless she 
returns from vacation at an early date. Mr. Dean gave me her address 


( 454 ) 



40. 3 JOHN EHRLICH MAN LOG , JUNE 28, 1972 


•Vi G N .L) A "•" . J U M E i. b , 1 9' < 2 

8:00 
3:15 
10:00 
11:00 
12:25 
12:45 
2:30 
3:30 
6:00 

TUESDAY, JUNE 27, 1972 

HRK office 
Rocs evelt Room 
Preside at 

president. Republican Members of Senate Finance Committe 
Bruce Agnew (Business Week) 

Fred Maiek 

Lunch in Mess with Jan, Pete, Barb Preye 
Robert Toth (LA Times) 

Klein's group of local anchormen - EOB Conference Room 

WEDNESDAY, JUNE- 28, 1972 

8:00 
8:15 
fTQ : 45 ° 

12:30 
2:10 
2:30 
3 :45 
4:55 
6:30 


HRH office 
Roosevelt Room 
John Dean 

Joan Sullivan, Susan Engstrcm (Santa Monica High School) 

John Dean 

President 

Weinberger's office - HRH 

Tennis with Yemen Jordan (Urban League), Hullin, Young 
L„ Patrick Gray, III, John Dean 


8:00 

8:15 

9:55' 

10:00 

12:00 

12:30 

1:00 

2:00 

4:15 


HRH office 
RODS'; v a It R o om 
Colson, MacGregoj 


John Dean 

Randall Smith (publisher of National Journal) 
Roosevelt Room - p.r, group 

President, Shultz, Weinberger, Stein (budget) 
Tennis with Hullin, Mrs, E, Hrussia 


( 455 ) 



40.4 JO HN EHRLICH MAN TESTIMONY, JULY 24 3 1973 3 6 SSC 2562-63 


2562 

Mitchell to do this. I had in effect set this up without knowing it by 
telling Walters that Dean was his White House contact from that day 
forward. But I did not know about these conversations. 

Mr. Thompson. Dean did not report back to you ? 

Mr. Ehrlichman. Not about that ; no, sir. 

Mr. Thompson. Did you have occasion to call Mr. Gray to call off a 
meeting which he and Walters scheduled on June 28, to tell him that 
the meeting would no longer be necessary, that matters had been 
worked out some way ? 

Mr. Ehrlichman. Well, I didn’t realize that ‘I had canceled it. My 
strong concern about that meeting was that it was going to include 
some staff members from the FBI and as I say, we were experiencing 
these leak problems and right at that particular time, one of the peo- 
ple who would have been included in that meeting was under very 
strong suspicion as being the source of that leak. We had had inde- 
pendent information which we were talking to Mr. Kleindienst about, 
about that specific individual and it appeared that this whole thing 
was going to include him. So that was the reason for my call. 

Mr. Thompson. Did you ask precisely who would be in attendance 
at the meeting? 

Mr. Ehrlichman. Yes. Well, I don’t know as I asked him. I think I 
was told. As a matter of fact, I think Mr. Dean told me. 

Mr. Thompson. Did you tell Mr. Gray of your suspicions or concerns 
about the individual ? 

Mr. Ehrlichman. Not at that time. 

Mr. Thompson. Why? 

Mr. Ehrlichman. Because at that time, we were talking with Mr. 
Kleindienst about how to go about smoking out this problem around 
Mr. Gray, frankly. ' 

Mr. Thompson. Why? 

Mr. Ehrlichman. Why ? 

Mr. Thompson. Why around Mr. Gray ? 

Mr. Ehrlich3l\n. Because Mr. Gray at that time was not acknowl- 
edging the problem. 

Mr. Thompson. You had spoken to him about it? 

Mr. Ehrlichman. Oh, I had spoken to him about the leaks. I hadn’t 
spoken to him about this specific man in this specific meeting until 
this call. Mr. Kleindienst and I discussed on several occasions how 
we might go about determining the source of the leak. He proposed the 
idea of planting a story or a set of circumstances and seeing if it 
turned up and this kind of thing. So we were dealing with the At- 
torney General on that. 

Mr. Thompson. Did you talk to Walters about this meeting? 

Mr. Ehrlichman. I don’t believe so. I don’t believe I talked to 
John Walters again 

Mr. Thompson. Could not Gray and Walters have had a meeting, 
the two of them, to solve the problem ? 

Mr. Ehrlichman. Yes, that was the whole idea. 

Mr. Thompson. Was that suggested ? 

Mr. Ehrlichman. That was suggested in the inception. 

Mr. Thompson. You didn’t tell him that the meeting would not 
be necessary ? 

Mr. Ehrlichman. I don’t recall what I told him, except that— — 
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Mr. Thompson. It would be inconsistent with your desire to solve 
the matter, I assume, as to whether or not there was CIA involvement. 

Mr. Ehrlichmax. Well, whatever I told him was for the purpose of 
not having staff meetings on this particular subject. I can t tell you 
precisely what I toklliim. 

Mr. Thompson. Going back to July of 1971, July 7, 1971* did you 
call Deputy Director Cushman and ask him to give ^lr. Hunt as- 
sistance in his activities at that time ? 

Mr. Ehrlichmax. No, I have been asked many times about that 
telephone call and I simply have no recollection of having made 
that call. 

Mr. Thompson. Did you know what Mr. Hunt was doing during 
that period of time ? Were you informed ? 

Mr. Ehrlichmax. I knew from my one meeting with Mr. Colson 
and Mr. Hunt jointly what he was supposed to be doing, yes. 

Mr. Thompson. What was he doing ? 

Mr. Ehrlichmax. He was supposed to be engaged in an analysis 
of the Pentagon Papers and in determining their accuracy, whether or 
not they were in fact complete accounts of the events which took 
place or whether they were edited, tailored accounts which did not 
include the complete facts, 

Mr. Thompson. In June, when you were talking to Helms and 
Walters about the possible CIA problem or uncovering some collateral 
CIA activity, this all evolved around the so-called Mexican money 
problem, I assume, is that correct ? 

Mr. Ehrlichman. Well, it was much broader than that. It was any 
unassociated CIA activity. 

Mr. Thompson. Well, what brought it to anyone’s attention? I 
thought it was the so-called Barker money that had come from 
Mexico. 

Mr. Ehrlichman. You mean that precipitated the meeting ? 

Mr. Thompson. Yes. 

Mr. Ehrlichman. No, it was a much broader concern than that, 
and it included, as I said, the question of direct involvement, it 
included whatever exposure there might be for any CIA activity. 
I think the Mexican money or the Florida bank account or whatever, 
which involved one of these people who had been a former CIA agent 
or client or whatever they call them, was raised as an example in the 
meeting by one of us as the kind of thing that the President evidently 
was concerned about. And it was discussed as a specific example. But 
the meeting was by no means limited to that. 

Mr. Thompson. Can you recall any other specific examples that 
were discussed? 

Mr. Ehrlichman. Bay of Pigs. 

Mr. Thompson. How did that come in ? 

Mr. Ehrlichman. Well* because apparently, the President had 
specifically mentioned the Bay of Pigs to Bob Haldeman in suggesting 
the meeting, and then he mentioned it to me again in July as the kind 
of thing that apparently, CIA might be embarrassed about, that some 
of the people who were involved in Watergate, apparently, had been 
involved in the Bay of Pigs and accordingly, whether there was any 
CIA exposure still existing. 
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Mr. Helms. It is my recollection that it was at the meeting of the 
27th, which was Tuesday, I believe, that the issue first came up of 
whether or not the CIA, out of its covert funds, was prepared to pro- 
vide bail money for the defendants in the Watergate burglary. Not 
only did this issue come up, but I also believe that the additional point 
was made would it be possible for the CIA to pay the salaries of these 
individuals while they served their j*ail sentences. General Walters, and 
I have told you about the conversation I had with General Walters the 
day before about how he was to guide himself in this matter, pointed 
out to Mr. Dean that the Agency could not possibly do anything like 
that. That he had no authority to do it on his own, that his authority 
is derived from me and that he knew what my position was, and in 
addition, he said he could not conceivably imagine that a thing like 
that would remain secret forever, and last but not least, under the 
ground rules which we operate with the Congress, or which the Agency 
operates with the Congress of the United States, any exceptional ex- 
penditure of this kind would have to be identified with the chairman 
of the Senate Appropriations Committee and the chairman of the 
House Appropriations Committee. This obviously cooled Mr. Dean’s 
ardor. 

Mr. Dorsen. And it was so reported to you ? 

Mr.. Helms. Yes. 

Mr. Dorsen. During the week of the 26th did you receive a telephone 
call from Patrick Gray with respect to setting up a meeting between 
representatives of the two agencies ? 

Mr. Helms. Yes, I do recall a conversation to set up a meeting be- 
cause I was anxious to have one with him . There were a lot of traces 
we were running, the involvement of these former CIA people that we 
had been passing to the FBI, there was starting to be a lot of leaks out 
of the FBI for the first time that I could remember on matters of this 
kind but leaks of ongoing operational material, and I wanted to get 
together with him and some of his people to see if we could not get 
some of these things not straightened out so much as get to walking 
along in harmony. 

So we agreed to have the meeting the next day. The next morning, 
which I believe was the 28th, I may be mistaken, it is all in the record, 
I am sure, he called back and said that he was so busy that he could not 
make the meeting, it was not possible for him to hold it and he would 
probably have to put it off until the following week. I told him I was 
sorry about that because I was planning to leave the end of the week in 
which we are speaking to go to Australia and that I was not going to 
be there the following week, if he had a meeting, it was going to have 
to be with General Walters. 

Mr. Dorsen. Now, may I ask you about the second two meetings cm 
the 27th and 28th between General Walters and Mr. Dean ? Did the 
summarv that vou gave us apply to the two meetings together or was 
that solely with respect to the meeting of the 27th ? 

Mr. Helms. I am not able any longer, Mr. Counsel, to sort out 
precisely what, out of my own memory what occurred at each of these 
meetings. I have two very clear recollections, one was that it was at 
the second meeting that the question of the bail money came up because 
I don't recall that at all in connection with my longer conversation 
with General Walters after the first meeting. As far as the third meet- 
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2c June 1972 


/ 


:z:-:0?j&nux FOR; ■ Deputy Director 
SUBJECT: Watergate Affair 


;tor Cray of the FBI ’phoned ire this looming 
r scheduled, for 2:30 this afternoon, he indi— 


1. Acting Direct 
to cancel our meeting 

cated that he would not be able to get together until next week, I 
informed him that X would be away but than you would be available 
with " • and . "for any such meeting. X did, however, 

~-.n 4 -y-> -a'w txio tkt? nts t.o Acting Directc 


cuiu r a j • 

isLTxy Dahlberg was no agent of the CxA and that via had no ties to hi.n# 
I stated that our last verifiable contact with him was in Kay l?6l. 
Acting Director Cray confirmed that this is the same Kenneth Dahlberg 
about whoa he was inquiring as soon as I identified the gentleman as 
the President of Dahlberg Company in Minneapolis . _ r\C^\3 

morning; in prepara- 


I informed 


■ and 


this 



tion when requested. I told then that X wanted no free-^'hssxing ex- 
position of hypotheses or any effort made to conjecture about respon- 
sibility *or likely objectives of the Watergate intrusion. * In short. 



request tnat zr.ey com me tsenseaves xo xae already 

arrested or directly under suspicion and that they desist xren ex- 
panding this investigation into other areas which nay well, even t ua l ly , 
run afoul of our operations 

3* This brings you up-to-oate as of 3=0C, 23 June. 


v/ 


Richard Helms 
Director 


the material deleted from this page was deleted by the chairman and ranking 
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AFFIDAVIT 


j 

' STATE OF VIRGINIA ) 

• ) ss. 

| COUNTY OF FAIRFAX ) 




I, |2> being first duly sworn, state: 

1. I was born on 8 March 1924 in Milwaukee, Wisconsin. After 
serving as an Army officer in World War II and completing my college 
education, I joined the Central Intelligence Agency in October 1950. I have 
held the position of Executive Assistant to the Deputy Director of Central 
Intelligence since November 19&9. 

2. On 22 July 1971 Mr. E. Howard Hunt, a former Agency employee 
who had joined the White House staff, called on the Deputy Director of 
Central Intelligence, General Cushman. I was present in the room because 
General Cushman usually asked me to sit in on his meetings. When Mr. 

Hunt arrived he said that he wanted to talk to General Cushman privately 
and I withdrew. 101076 

3. Later that day General Cushman told me that Mr. Hunt had asked 
for some help (of an unspecified nature), that he (General Cushman) had 
checked it out and that it was all right, and that he had told Mr. Hunt to get 
in touch with me to obtain the assistance. Mr. Hunt called me later in the 
day and requested aid in obtaining a physical disguise and n pocket litter' 1 
documentation in alias to assist him in connection with an extremely sensi- 
tive project, which he could not further discuss, and which had been approved 
by Mr. Ehrlichman. Under these circumstances my presumption was that 
the request must be legitimate and proper. 


THE MATERIAL DELETED FROM THIS PAGE WAS DELETED BY THE CHAIRMAN AND RANKING 
MINORITY MEMBER AT THE REQUEST OF THE CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY BEFORE 
PRESENTATION TO THE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY . 
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4. I then con Lac Led Mr. 1 1 Acting Chief of Technical 

Services Division, and instructed him to make arrangements for furnishing 
a physical disguise and alias documentation to an individual {Mr. Hunt), v/hc 
had insisted that his identity not be known to the TSD officers. I explained 
to Mr. || that the undertaking was for an extremely sensitive project 

which had been requested by the White House, of which I was not at liberty 
to describe further and the nature of* which I was unaware. X also indicated 
that because of the sensitivity factor all the requested support should be 
handled by TSD. 

5. When Mr. 1 1 : explained that it would be necessary for a 

TSD officer to meet die subject before creating a disguise, and because 
Mr. Hunt was unwilling to come to the Headquarters building again, I 
arranged for the' TSD officer to meet Mr. Hunt, who was under an assumed 
name, in an Agency safehouse. X obtained a key to the safehouse from the 
Office of Logistics on 23 July and passed it to a TSD representative, Mr. 

10 I believe. TSD was able to provide Mr* Hum: (who 

dealt with them under the alias of "Mr. Edward") with a disguise and alias 
documentation later that day (23 July 1971). 101077 

6. Following my contacts with TSD officers X notified the Executive 

Assistant to the DDP, Mr. / U that on the instruction of 

General Cushman I had enlisted the assistance of TSD (which was subordi- 
nate to the Directorate for Plans) in a project for the White House which 
was said to be extremely sensitive and whose nature was unknown to me. 

7. My next contact with Mr. Hunt was a telephone call from him on 
18 August 1971 to a request that the Agency furnish a specific secretary (who 
was named) for a temporary assignment of between 30 and 90 days. Mr. 
Hunt said that he needed the secretary to work on a highly sensitive assign- 
ment and that Mr. John Ehrlichman had suggested that he call General 
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Cushman. Mr. Huut said that he did not want the young lady's Division 
Chief to know that he or the V/hitc House was involved in the request. 

Mr. Hunt suggested that the Director's office should immediately recall 
the young lady from her assignment overseas and explain to all concerned 
that she was urgently needed for an unspecified special assignment. Mr. 
Hunt again stressed that V/liite House involvement -should not be mentioned. 
After discussing the case with General Cushman and the Office of Personnel 
I informed Mr. Hunt that the Agency would be unwilling to withdraw the 
secretary from her overseas assignment. X suggested that if Mr. Hunt 
would furnish us with a statement of his requirements we might be able to 
provide a qualified secretary from Headquarters. Mr. Hunt replied that 
the individual he had requested was the only secretary he would accept 
because of the 'loyalty factor. " Mr. Hunt said that he would discuss our 
attitude with Mr. Ehrlichman and I heard no more of this particular matter. 

8. Mr. // records show that we were again in contact by 

telephone on 20 August 1971 regarding a new request from Mr. Hunt for a 
tape recorder and business cards in alias. Since there was nothing 
improper in this request and it was consistent with my understanding of the 
assistance we were authorized to give Mr. Hunt, I instructed Mr. // 

to proceed with this assistance. 10107s 

9. My records show that Mr, 1/ called me on 26 August 1971 
to express concern about additional assistance that had been requested by 
Mr. Hunt. I learned that Mr. Hunt had introduced an unidentified associate 
who had been given a disguise and identification documents in alias. Mr. 
Hunt had also on about 25 August requested and received training in clan- 
destine photography and was given a camera concealed in a tobacco pouch 
in connection with a new assignment. Mr. // expressed concern that 

Mr. Hunt now possessed a considerable amount of special materials and 
XHE MATERIAL DELETED FROM THIS PAGE WAS DELETED BY TEE CHAIRMAN AND RANKING 
MINORITY MEMBER AT TEE REQUEST OF THE CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY BEFORE 
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noted that the coo coaled camera was a particularly sensitive item. I 
agreed with Mr. J J concern and remarked to Mr. If that 

it raised the question of the use of Agency materials in domestic clandes- 
tine activity. I told Mr. \ | that I would report his call promptly and 
obtain guidance, and that additional gear should not be given to Mr. Hunt 
and his requests referred to the Deputy Director's office. (It should also 
be noted that General Cushman's office was informed only after the camera 
had been given to Mr. Hunt and his associate outfitted with a disguise. } 

10. I summarized my conversation with Mr. // in a memo- 

randum for General Cushman and gave it to him the next morning (27 Augjst}- 

i ‘ - 

My covering buckslip stated that Mr. Hunt's latest request raised two 
significant problems for the Agency. Mr. Hunt had introduced a stranger 
into the picture without any word of explanation to General Cushman from 
the White House. I noted that this unknown person was now aware of Agency 

«; t 

support to Hunt in whatever he was doing. I also noted that Mr. Hunt's j 
possession and use of unique clandestine equipment (the disguised camera) 
in domestic activity of uncertain nature aliftiflaJiStd potential for trouble. 
My buckslip read: "The Agency could suffer if its clandestine gear were 
discovered (being) used in domestic secret operations. " My buckslip con- 
tinued that I would instruct TSD to clear all of Hunt's requests with the 
Deputy Director's office and recommended that General Cushman seek 
Mr. Ehrlichman's assurance that Mr. Hunt's "latest caper" was legitimate 
(We were still operating on the assumption that the White House project 
was proper but fear* d that Mr. Hunt had exceeded his authority. ) My buck- 
slip concluded that "Even then (if Mr. Hirlichman validated Mr. Hunt's 
request) this docs not relieve the Agency from its vulnerability if associ- 
ated with domestic clandestine operations against Americans. ** 
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11. I had given my memorandum to General Cushman on the morn- 
ing of 27 August 1971 when Mr. I l called me again to report additiona 
troublesome requests from Mr. Hunt on the previous' day. Mr. || 

said that lie was increasingly conce'rned at the nature of assistance 
requested by Mr. Hunt. The latter was now pressing for fully backstopped 
documentation and support, including a driver's license and car rental 
credit cards in alias* Mr. jl said that he had turned down this 

request. Mr. Hunt also asked that the Agency arrange to backstop a New 
York telephone number either through an answering service there or by a 
hookup which would permit the New York number to be answered in Wash- 

I 

ington. Mr. i| * said that this action was beyond his Divisions 
capability. I told Mr. \\ that Mr. Hunt 1 * latest requests drew the 

Agency even further into the sensitive area of domestic clandestine opera- 
tions against Americans and that all such requests should be referred to 
General Cushman's office. I added that, meanwhile, Mr. Hunt's requests 
should not be met. I reported Mr. |J 1 call promptly to General 

Cushman and recommended that the Agency su PP ort Mr. 

Hunt because he was drawing us into a compromising and dangerous 
situation in which we were not authorized to be engaged, i. e. , facilitating 
domestic clandestine operations against Americans. 

12. General Cushman's notes on my buckslips indicate that he 
promptly spoke to Mr. Ehrlichman by telephone at 1100 hours on 27 August 
1971, and explained why CIA could not meet Mr. Hunt's requests. General 
Cushman noted on the buckslip that Mr. Ehrlichman indicated he would call 
a halt to Mr. Hunt’s activities. 

13. I informed Mr. || on 27 August that General Cuslunan 

had notified Mr. Ehrlichman that CIA could not give additional help to 
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Mr. Hunt, that TSD should not accept any more. requests from Mr. Hunt, 
and that Mr. Hunt should be instructed to return the sensitive materials 
from TSD. TSD records show that when Mr, Hunt next contacted TSD 
personnel on 31 August 1971 he was again informed that the Agency could 
not provide further assistance. 

14. The 27th of August was a Friday. On Monday, 30 August, I 
wrote a memorandum reporting on my 27 August conversation with Mr, 

U and my instruction not to meet Mr. Hunt’s new request. General 

Cushman sent the memorandum to Director Helms and wrote on the cover 

ing buckslip that he told Mr. Ehrlichman on 27 August that the Agency 
j 

could not accept Mr. Hunt’s requests for clandestine equipment or opera* 
tional support. Director Helms initialed the buckslip with the comment 
"Good. " 

15. With the closing off of Agency contacts with Mr. Hunt I dis- 
carded my handwritten notes covering my talks with Mr. Hunt and Mr. 

|) .1 filed my memoranda to General Cushman, however. In June 

1972, when Mr. Howard Hunt’s name turned up in connection with the 
Watergate affair, I retrieved these memoranda and went to see Director 

Helms to remind him of the contacts with Mr. Hunt a year earlier. I left 

101081 

these memoranda with Mr. Helms. 

° 16. Shortly thereafter the CIA Director of Security, Mr. Lf- 

, informed me that a representative of the FBI wanted to talk to me 

because my name had been found in a telephone list in Mr. Howard Hunt’s 

office. I informed Director Helms of this fact and he said that he would 

take up the matter with the Department of Justice. He said that if an 

~TUW MATERIAL DELETED FROM THIS PAGE WAS DELETED BY THE CHAIRMAN AND RANKING 
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FBI officer contacted me directly I should say that since my contacts wit 
Mr. Hunt had been in an official capacity, all inquiries should be referre 
!i to Director Helms. I heard nothing more from the FBI. 


( 


A3 


101082 


Affiant. 


SUBSCRIBED and SWORN to before 
me this v \X^tV, day of ^\ry< . 1973. 

. " i " : -X 




A Notary Public in and for the County of Fairfax, Virginia. 
My Commission Expires: My Ccnuni^ion Kk&cs f :^:c:.ibcr 29, 1976 


■!■ ' 
H 


THE MATERIAL DELETED FROM THIS PAGE WAS DELETED BY THE CHAIRMAN AND RANKING 
MINORITY MEMBER AT THE REQUEST OF THE CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY BEFORE 
PRESENTATION TO THE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY . 


( 466 ) 



j°' 8 PARTIAL TRANSCRIPT OF EHRLICHMAN /CUSHMAN CONVERSATION . JULY 7, 1971 


Telephone Call to General Cushman from John Ehrlichman - 7 July 1971 


Mr. Ehrlichman: I want to alert you that an old acquaintance, Howard Hunt, 
has been asked by the President to do some special consultant v/ork 
on security problems. He may be contacting you sometime in the 
future for some assistance. I wanted you to know that he was in fact 
doing some things for the President. He is a long-time acquaintance 
with the people here. He may want some help on computer runs and 
other things. You should consider he has pretty much carte blanche. 


ZL (notes) 



NOTE; After the above conversation. General Cushman called Mr. //- 
to alert him. 


020223 
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* A’F'F' I DAVIT 

STATE OF VIRGINIA ) 

) ss. 

COUNTY OF FAIRFAX ) 

1. 1 3 /being first duly sworn, state; 

1- I was born on 8 March 1924 in Milwaukee, Wisconsin. After 
serving as an Army officer in World War II and completing my college 
• education, I joined the Central Intelligence Agency in October 1950. 

I have held the position of Executive Assistant to the Deputy Director 
of Central Intelligence since November 1969. 

2. This affidavit is submitted at the request of Mr. William E. 

Colby to explain the circumstances of my discovery on February 4, 
1974 of a file of stenographers* notes among which was the attach cc 
note of Miss ^2. summarizing a telephone conversation 

between Lt. General Robert E. Cushman, Jr. and Mr. John 

Ehrlichman on 7 July 1971. 020224 ’ 

3. Director Colby*s secretary , Miss 3 - , came to 

my office on Monday morning, February 4, 1974. She said that 
Mr. Colby would like me to go through my files once more to make 
certain that there were no misplaced transcripts of conversations 

^ which had been recorded in the Office of the Deputy Director of 
Central Intelligence. The recording of visitors* conversations had 
been done on a very selective basis and this practice was discontinued 
after General Cushman left CIA in December 1971. 

. THE MATERIAL DELETED FROM THIS PAGE WAS DELETED BY THE CHAIRMAN AND RANKING 
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4 ' Durin" the morning of February 4, 1974, I went through 

i! 




the papers in ray safe in order to determine if any misplaced 
transcripts cf conversations were located there. At the bottom o». 
the second drawer were two folders of material that container, 
information used for General Walters' orientation briefings after 
he was appointed Deputy Director of Central Intelligence in March 
1972. Under these briefing files I found a brown folder containing 
ten stenographic notes summarizing General Cushman's telephone 
conversations with* members of the White House staff in 19o9> 1970 
and 1971. In this folder was a summary of General Cushman's 


7 July 1971 conversation with Mr. John EhrHchman. 

5. These stenographic^notes^n *^iis folder included summaries 



of General Cushman's conversations with Dr* Kissinger on leaks 
of intelligence reports in the press, and his request for an 
analytical paper on Cambodia. There were also conversations with 
other White House officials on intelligence leaks and on requests 
for name checks of foreigners. The Conversations with Dr. Kissinge 
were on top of the file of ten stenographic notes and one memorandui 
written by the CIA General Counsel. The note of General Cushman's 
conversations with Mr. Ehrlichman on 7 July* 1971 was included 
about two thirds of the- way down in the file. * I had looked at this 
file, in May 1973 when Dr. Schlesinger requested employees to 
search all files for material which might have been related to 
Howard Hunt and the Watergate affair. At that time I noted the 



records of the conversations with Dr. Kissinger and others on matter: 
which were completely unrelated to Watergate. I did not see the 
single page item on General Cushman's conversation with 
Mr. EhrHchman about Howard Hunt, and presumably, inadvertently 
failed to uncover it when I was paging through these papers. 

2 
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6. The file of summary notes of General Cushman’s telephone 
conversations was maintained by his secretary. I usually did not see 
them when they were made because they were chiefly used by 
the secretaries to clarify questions v/hich might be raised later. 

V In many cases , General Cushman probably did not see them either. 

In December 1971 Miss , General Cushman’s secretary, 

and I reviewed General Cushman’s papers after he left CIA to become 
Marine Commandant. I decided to retain only those papers which 
related to General Cushman’s conversations with members of the White 

Ho “ se staff - 020226 ^ 


13 


Affiant. 


SUBSCRIBED and SWORN to before 
me this y /Jhj day of February, 1974. 


JUL.0 


pir-SY" 


My Commission Expires fech 15 f 1977 


Notary Public 


(SEAL) 


3 
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41. On June 28, 1972 Helms wrote a memorandum to Walters stating 
the substance of Helms 1 conversation with Gray. Helms stated the CIA 
still adhered to its request that the FBI confine its investigation 
to the persons already arrested or directly under suspicion and that 
the FBI not expand its investigation into other areas which might 
eventually run afoul of CIA operations. 

_____ Page 

41.1 Memorandum from Richard Helms to Vernon Walters, 

June 28, 1972 (received from CIA) •••••••• .472 
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4U1 RICHARD HELMS MEMORANDUM , JUNE 28 . 1972 



:SM»?wiU r ID r JI'I FOR; - Deputy* Director 
SUBJECT ; Watergate Affair 


23 Ju as 1972 


1. Acting Director Cray of the FBI 'phoned r.e this morning 

to cancel our meeting scheduled for 2:30 this afternoon. Ke indi-^ 
cated that he would not be able to get together until next week. I 
informed him that I would be away but that you would be available 
with ’ ' • and . " for any such meeting. I did, however, 

use the opportunity of this call to make two points to Acting Director 
Gray: 1) That I would appreciate his calling off interviews with /-3 

and 1$ (this he agreed to do); and 2) that Kenneth 

Ka Try Dahl’oerg was no agent of the CXA and that we had no ties to him* 

I stated that our last verifiable contact with him was in Hay l?6l. 
Acting Director Cray confirmed that this is the same Kenneth Dahlberg 
about whom he was inquiring as soon as I identified the gentleman as 
the President of Dahlberg Company in Minneapolis . 

2. I informed - and this morning an prepara- 

tion for the scheduled meeting this afternoon, that the Agency as at- 
tempting to "distance itself" from this investigation and that I 
wanted them along as "reference files" to participate in the conversa- 
tion when requested. I told then that 1 wanted no free-wheeling ex- 
position of hypotiiesas or any effort mads to conjecture about respo- 
nsibility or likely objectives of the Watergate intrusion. »‘In short, 
at such a meeting, it is up to the P3I to lay some cards on the table. 
Otherwise, we are unable to be of help. In addition, ve still adhere 

to the request that they confine themselves to the personalities already 
arrested or directly under suspicion and that they desist fren ex- 
panding this investigation into other areas which may well, eventua lly , 
run afoul of our operations. 1 * 


3. This brings you up-to-date as of 3:00, 23 June, 


v/ 


Richird He las 
Director 
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42. On June 28, 1972 Gray directed that the FBI interview Manuel 
jDgarrio and continue its efforts to locate and interview Kenneth 
Dahlberg. On that evening John Dean telephoned Gray at home and urged 
that, for national security reasons or because of CIA interest, efforts 
to interview Ogarrio and Dahlberg be held up. Gray thereafter cancelled 
the interviews. 


42.1 L. Patrick Gray testimony, 9 SSC 3455-56 


Page 
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the FBI, and leaks from the FBI concerning the tracing of the $114,- 
000. Once again I believe there was some discussion about Ogarrio 
and Dahlberg and it is my recollection that I was asked if I had 
ordered the interviews of Ogarrio and Dahlberg. I replied that I had 
either ordered or was going to order the interview of Ogarrio. In this 
discussion, I may have told Mr. Dean that I had arranged to meet with 
Director Helms and Deputy Director Walters at 2:30 p.m. that after- 
noon to try to get this CIA situation resolved, but I cannot be positive 
that I did. 

At 10 :55 a.m. on this same day Mr. Ehrlichman called me. I was 
not available, but I returned his call at 11 :17 a.m. His first words, 
issued abruptly, were: “Cancel your meeting with Helms and Walters 
today; it is not necessary.” I asked him for his reasons and he simply 
said that such a meeting is not necessary. I then asked him point blank 
who was going to make the decisions as to who is to be interviewed. He 
responded, “You do.” 

I then telephoned Director Helms to tell him that I was canceling 
our meeting. I also advised Messrs. Felt and Bates of the cancellation, 
but stated that the three of us would meet. In this same conversation 
with me, Director Helms requested that we not interview active CIA 
men Karl Wagner and John Caswell. I passed this information to Mr. 
Felt and instructed that these men not oe interviewed. Before orders 
could get to the field, however, Mr. Caswell had already been inter- 
viewed. 

r l met with Mr. Felt and Mr. Bates in my office at 2:30 p.m. on this 
Wednesday afternoon, June 28, to review the CIA situation. In this 
meeting I was brought up to date on all the latest developments in 
the case. I can recall specifically discussing with them the alleged com- 
partmentalization at CIA where the right hand is not supposed to 
know whatdhe left is doing in sensitive operations and asked if this 
could occur. We agreed that it was possible, but unlikely in the absence 
of some special White House interest in the highest classification of 
national security interests where the need to know was rigidly con- 
trolled. 

Mr. Bates pointed out that under no circumstances should we back 
off any investigation at the request of CIA without forcing them to 
reveal completely their interest in this matter. We all agreed that the 
FBI’s reputation was at stake and I assured them that I would not 
hold back the FBI in this investigation at anyone’s request, including 
the President of the United States, in the absence of overriding and 
valid considerations. I told them that if I were ordered to do so with- 
out valid reasons, I would resign. 

It was in this meeting that I believe I gave Mr. Felt and Mr. Bates 
instructions to go ahead with the interview of Mr. Ogarrio and to con- 
tinue our efforts to locate and interview Mr. Dahlberg. 

At 3:58 p.m., June 28, Mr. Dean called and I was not available. 
I returned the call at 4 :35 p.m. and I believe now that this call in- 
volved a reouest bv Mr, Dean to hold up on the interview of Miss 
Kathleen Ohenow for alleged reasons of national security . until she 
returned from her vacation in England. I’m sure I said we would 
hold lip for the time being but she would have to be interviewed soon. 
I can recall saving that we will interview her in England unless she 
returns from vacation at an early date. Mr. Dean gave me her address 


( 474 ) 


i 



42A L, PATRICK GRAY TESTIMONY^ AVGUST 3, 1972, 9 SSC 3455-56 


4456 

in England in this conversation, I believe, and I passed it along in 
a call to Mr. Felt in which I instructed him to temporarily discontinue 
leads to interview and investigate Miss Kathleen Chenow in England. 

In the evening of this same day, Wednesday, June 28, 1972, a cable- 
gram was sent to our legate in Mexico City instructing him to interview 
Mr. Ogarrio concerning the four checks in the aggregate amount of 
$89,000. This order was issued in the afternoon meeting with Mr. Felt 
and Mr. Bates, I believe, because of the phone call I made to Director 
Helms on June 27 asking if the CIA had any interest in Mr. Ogarrio 
and his reply to the effect that CIA had no interest. 

At 8 :15 a.m. on Thursday, June 29, 1972, I issued orders to cancel 
the interview of Mr. Ogarrio and to instruct the Minneapolis Field 
Division to make no further attempts to interview Mr. Dahlberg but 
to continue to obtain records of his long distance calls. I am fairly 
certain that I did so as the result of a telephone call I received from 
Mr. Dean at home, prior to my departure to Dulles Airport for an 
inspection trip to San Diego and Phoenix. He again urged that these 
interviews be held up for national security reasons or because of CIA 
interest. I called Mr. Felt, or his office, and gave these cancellation 

L orders. On my own initiative I also ordered that George Munro, CIA 
station chief at Mexico City, not be interviewed because I noted in one 
of the many reports that crossed my desk that he was CIA station chief 
in Mexico City. 

In San Diego, on Friday, June 80, I received a call from Mr. Felt. 
He informed me that Assistant U.S. Attorney Silbert wanted the 
FBI to interview Mr. David Young, Mr. Ogarrio and Miss Chenow 
and that our Washington Field Office recommended interviews of Mr. 
Mitchell, Mr. Young and Miss Chenow. I instructed Mr. Felt to tell 
Mr. Dean that we were going to interview Mr. Mitchell, Mr. Young, 
Miss Chenow, and any others that we must interv iew, and I also told 
him to give to Mr, Dean the message from Assistant U.S. Attorney 
Silbert. iust as we had received it 

Mr. Dean had called me earlier that morning to complain bitterly 
about alleged leaks from the FBI. In this conversation it is my recol- 
lection that he again raised the question of not interviewing Mr. Ogar- 
rio and Mr. Dahlberg and stated that they had absolutely nothing to do 
with W atergate, but I cannot be certain. 

Mr. Dean called me again that afternoon. I do not recall whether 
or not Mr. Dean and I discussed Messrs. Ogarrio and Dahlberg in this 
conversation. I do know that Mr. Dean asked me to consider setting 
up a special group in the FBI to investigate the entire matter of leaks. 
I told him that it was not necessary and that I would not take such 
action. 

Mr. Felt called me later that afternoon to report that Mr, Dean 
informed him that Mr. Young and Miss Chenow would be available 
for interview during the first part of the coming week. He also told me 
that Mr. Dean was still complaining about alleged leaks from the 
FBI. 

On Mondav, July 8, 1972. I scheduled a meeting with Messrs. Felt, 
Bates, and Tvunkel, special agents in charge of the Washington field 
office, to review the investigation to date and to consider all ramifica- 
tions of a possible CTA involvement. This meeting lasted from 2:30 
p.m. until just, about 4 p.m., and we discussed every possible theory. 
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A3. On June 28, 1972 FBI agents met with Gordon Liddy, in the 
presence of FCKP attorney Kenneth Parkinson, to question Liddy regarding 
the break-in at the DNC headquarters. When Liddy declined to answer 
the agents’ questions, he was discharged by FCRP Chairman Maurice 
Stans . 

— Page 

43.1 Gordon Liddy deposition, O’Brien [ Democratic National 

Committee ] v. McCord , August 24, 1972, 37-41 478 
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J 7 

reporter. ) 

(The witness and counsel conferred.) 

THE WITNESS: No. 

BY MR. WILLIAMS: 

Q You said that you were dismissed from your position 
as Counsel for the Finance Committee to Re-elect the President 
on June 28, 1972. 

Who dismissed you? 

(The witness and counsel conferred.) 

A To the best of my ability to ascertain it, it was 
-Mr . Stans who dismissed me. 

Q . Would you explain that? To the best of your ability 
to ascertain it. 

Don't you know who dismissed you? 

(The witness and counsel conferred.) 

A I am not sure who ordered it. 

Q Who gave you the word? 

(The witness and counsel conferred.) 

A All right. This is the chronology of what occurred. 

On or about the 28th of June at maybe 11 o'clock, I was 
informed by someone — and I don't actually recall who it was 
that there v/ere two Special Agents of the FBI who wished to 
interview 7 me. 

I was preparing to go out. They were in the waiting room 
or ante-chamber. I was preparing to go out and see them v;hon 
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I was told that I was wanted on a conference on some legal mat- 
ters elsewhere, I went and attended that conference* 

And I would say approximately an hour's time elapsed* So 
now 7 vre are at about noon* 

I came back to the second floor there and checked back to 
see if there were any messages, what have you, and found that I 
was then free, went out and greeted the two Special Agents of 
.the FBI, who were in the waiting room, brought them back to my 
office* 

At that time — retract that. 

It was on the first occasion, I believe it may have been 
Mr. Kenneth Wells Parkinson who was present in the building, 
who told me that two agents wanted to interview me* 

He then stated that as counsel for the committee a policy 
decision had been taken by the committee that he w r as to be pre- 
sent at all interviews of anyone having anything to do with the 
committee by Special Agents of the FBI or otherwise, and he 
would like to be present. 

And I told him I had no objection to that. Thereafter 
someone told me that I had to go meet someone else in a con- 
ference on some legal matter. So I excused myself. I asked him 
him being Mr* Parkinson --to please convey my apologies to the 
agents for the delay. And he said he would do so. 

I came back* I got the tw r o agents. Vve went back in^o my 
office on the second floor and Mr* Parkinson was present. There 
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was some pleasantries of the day expressed between myself and 
the two agents involving the fact that both of us had attended 
the same college and both had served in the same organization in! 
the past. 

And Mr. Parkinson was seated to the side taking notes. One 
of the agents said, in words of substance, that he desired to 
interview me with respect to the Watergate break-in matter, 
asked me if I knew certain individuals. 

And at that time I said to him that it appeared to me that 
he had reason to believe a crime had been committed, that I 
gathered from what he was saying as he was saying it that I - 
might be implicated in it, so on and so forth. 

There arose in my mind immediately the question of fact 
that I was an attorney, that the attorney-client privilege might 
be involved, a number of other legal problems. 

So I said to the agent that before he went any further, 
prior to any interview, I would like to obtain the servicesof 
an attorney, consult with him on what I believed ware the pos- 
sible legal problems involved and desired not to have any fur- 
ther conversation with him or with his companion ^gen*. until X 
had the benefit of counsel. 


And there was a bit more colloquov and tns 
Thereafter Mr. Parkinson left my office, I 
about my business, and then another individual 
he may or may not have beer, accompanied by Mr. 


acents left, 
continued on 
came to see me. 
Parkinson. I 
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I don't recall at this point. ^0 

And I believe it v/as Mr. Fred Larue, but I am not certain 
of his identity, and said, "V7ell, you know the policy of the 
committee is that any time any representative of any official 
investigative body wants to discuss any matter with any member 
of this committee that they cooperate completely." 

I explained that I wanted to see mv counsel and, in words 
of substance, I came to understand that this was not acceptable 
and that if I were to persist in this position that I had taken 
it might wall lead to my dismissal. 

I am just giving my best recollection now. 

Thereafter I was told that Mr. Stans wanted to see me. 

This was the same afternoon we are talking, just in terms or 
an hour or two. 

And Mr. Stans, I believe, was the man who told me, as would 
be normal and proper, inasmuch as he was my boss, that in view 
of the position I had taken, my services were no longer needed, 
or I would be dismissed, or I don't know the exact language. 

Q You say you believe it was Mr. Stans. 

Don't you remember who it was who fired you? 

A I talked to Mr. Stans. 

Q Wasn't he the one who fired you? 

A I also talked to Mr. Larue and I also talked to Mr. 

Parkinson. 

My best recollection is it was Mr . Stans . 
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Q Is there some doubt in your mind as to who it was who 
told you this? 

A Well, the language of your question or as I recall 
your question was how did I come to know or something of that 
sort, you see, and that is why I went through this explanation 
for you. 

It's my best recollection and understanding that the per- 
son who formally told me that I was no longer to be employed 
by the committee and so on and so forth was Mr. Stans. 

0 Did Mr. Stans have a discussion with you with respect 
to your involvement, if any, in the Watergate break-in about 
which we are inquiring. 

(The witness and counsel conferred.) 

A I decline to answer that question on the ground that 
to do so might tend to incriminate me. 

Q Did Mr. Stans know about your involvement in the Water- 
gate incident prior to June 28? 

MR. MAROULIS : I object to the form of that question. 

It assumes an answer. I won’t permit my client to answer 

that. 

BY MR. WILLIAMS : 

q Did you ever discuss with Mr. Stans, prior to June 28 
the break-in of the Democratic National Committee at the Water-, 
gate? 
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44. On or about June 28, 1972 John Dean was Informed that the FBI was 
attempting to interview Kathleen Chenow, the secretary of David Young and 
Egil Krogh in the White House Special Investigations Unit (the "Plumbers”) . 
(The number of a telephone billed to Chenow at her home address but 
located in the EOB was contained in a personal book of telephone numbers 
of Eugenio Martinez and in an address book of Bernard Barker found in 
the Watergate hotel room that had been occupied by certain of the men 
arrested in the DNC headquarters.) Dean has testified that he informed 
John Ehrlichman of problems connected with Chenow’ s interview and 
Ehrlichman agreed that before her FBI interview Chenow should be briefed 
not to disclose the activities of Howard Hunt and Gordon Liddy while at 
the White House. On June 28, 1972 Dean telephoned Acting FBI Director 
Gray and requested that Chenow’ s interview be temporarily held up for 
reasons of national security. Gray agreed to the request. 
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formed the general pattern that -was followed with other mem- 
bers of the White House staff, that is I would discuss with the 
person before the interview what I throught the agents would 
be interested in and then discuss that person’s area of knowledge. 
I had reviewed this procedure with Ehrlichman, who fully con- 
curred in the procedure. On several occasions, Mr. Fielding of 
my office also participated in preparing witnesses for their inter- 
views with the FBI. Contrary to some accounts that *1 sat in on 
some 14 to 18 interviews at the White House, the only inter- 
views I recall sitting in on were Chapin’s, Miss Chenow’s, Col- 
son’s, Ehrlichman’s, Miss Joan Hall’s, Strachan’s, Timmons’, 
and Young’s. Also I was present when Fielding, Kehrli, and I 
had a discussion with the FBI about the handling of the materials 
in Hunt’s safe. 

r The only FBI interview that differed from the normal pattern 
was the interview of Miss Chenow. It was in late June that Miss 
Chenow’s former roommate notified David Young and I believe 
also Bud Ivrogh that the FBI had been to see her and requested 
to know where Miss Chenow was. The former roommate had said 
that the agents had asked about a telephone listed in Miss 
Chenow’s name. The roommate had informed the FBI that Miss 
Chenow was in London on vacation. David Young came to see 
Fielding and I and said that this girl could not know anything 
about the Watergate, but could cause the 'White House problems 
by inadvertently answering questions about the plumbers’ oper- 
ation, where she had been employed, and that the telephone had 
•been listed in her name in connection with the plumbers’ oper- 
ation. Mr. Young was very concerned about Miss Chenow being 
caught off guard by an FBI agent. Accordingly, I notified Gray 
that we would make arrangements to have Miss Chenow available 
to the agents in Washington within a few days. 

I discussed the problem, that Chenow could cause the White 
House problems, with Ehrlichman and suggested that someone 
bring her back from London for the interview and explain to 
her that she should not get into Hunt’s and Liddy’s activities 
while at the White House. Ehrlichman fully agreed and I called 
Fielding from Ehrlichman’s office and told him he should be on 
the next plane to London to get the girl. The two first-class round- 
trip tickets were paid for by the White House. There were two 
sets because Miss Chenow was provided transportation back to 
London. I informed Kehrli, who would not authorize such a trip 
on my word alone, that I had cleared this with Ehrlichman. I 
do not know if Ivehrli himself checked with Ehrlichman or 
Hakleman. I believe it was on July 2 that Fielding left for London 
and returned with Miss Chenow the next day. He did have some 

L problem because the address that had been given him was incor- 
rect. Fielding and Young briefed Miss Clienow when she came 
back before her interview, and Fielding and I were present when 
the FBI interviewed her. 

I will now turn to my first meetings with ill*. Gray, beginning on 
page G6 regarding the investigation. 

Xote. — Indented mutter represents portions of Mr. Dean's prepared statement whleb 
were omitted or summarized In Ms presentation. 
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Mr. Hunt. Which was the time, as I recall it, that Mr. 
Liddy formally left the White House and assumed a position 
with the Committee. 

Mr. Dash. And then what did you do? Did you stay on 
at the White House? 

Mr. Hunt. I stayed on at the White House, yes. 

Mr. Dash. And you maintained that office at the White 
House? 

Mr. Hunt, that [sic] is correct, sir. 

Mr. Dash. And was your position still as a Consultant? 

Mr. Hunt. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Dash. Were you working then for Mr. Colson? 

Mr. Hunt. Yes, sir, and I did occasional jobs in the 
narcotics field for Mr. Krogh or Mr. Young. 

Mr. Dash. Now, when was the time that a special tele- 
phone was set up in the White House that was billed to Mr. [sic] 
Chenow’s apartment? 

Mr. Hunt. That would have to be — oh, I would say in 
the month of July or early August of 1971. 

Mr. Dash. And what was the purpose of setting that tele- 
phone up? 

Mr. Hunt. So that persons associated with our Task Force, 
if you will, could be reached by means other then through 
the White House switchboard. 

Mr. Dash. And what was Mrs. Chenow's relationship with 

Indistinct document retyped by 
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this project? 

L Mr. Hunt. She was a secretary to the group, worked 
specifically for Mr. Young. 

Mr. Dash. Did she answer that telephone? 

Mr. Hunt. Yes. 

Mr. Dash. When did the use of that telephone terminate? 

Mr. Hunt. I do not know. 

Mr. Dash. I mean, it was not on your orders that you 
terminated it? 

Mr. Hunt. Oh, no, sir. 

Mr. Dash. Well, there came a time when your work with 
the group terminated, did it not? 

Mr. Hunt. Yes, approximately January of 1972. 

Mr. Dash. And how did that come about? 

Mr. Hunt. Well, it was just that I was doing — I had 
a regular full-time job with the public relations firm in 
town. I was spending a great deal of time traveling [sic] with and 
for Mr. Liddy, and it was just a question of available time. 

There was no time for me to work with the group, 16 people 
any more. 

Mr. Dash. Now, Mr. Liddy had gone over to the Committee 
for the Re-Election of the President? 

Mr . Hunt . Yes , sir . 

Mr. Dash. What was the name of that Company that you were 
working with? 

Indistinct document retyped by 
House Judiciary Committee staff 


(486) 



44.3 L. PATRICK GRAY TESTIMONY 3 AUGUST 3> 1973, 9 SSC 3455-56 


3455 

the FBI, and leaks from the FBI concerning the tracing of the $114,- 
000. Once again I believe there was some discussion about Ogarrio 
and Dahlberg and it is my recollection that I was asked if I had 
ordered the interviews of Ogarrio and Dahlberg. I replied that I had 
either ordered or was going to order the interview of Ogarrio. In this 
discussion, I may have told Mr. Dean that I had arranged to meet with 
Director Helms and Deputy Director Walters at 2:30 p.m. that after- 
noon to try to get this CIA situation resolved, but I cannot be positive 
that I did. 

At 10 :55 a.m. on this same day Mr. Ehrlichman called me. I was 
not available, but I returned his call at 11 :17 a.m. His first words, 
issued abruptly, were : “Cancel your meeting with Helms and Walters 
today; it is not necessary.” I asked him for his reasons and he simply 
said that such a meeting is not necessary. I then asked him point blank 
who was going to make the decisions as to who is to be interviewed. He 
responded, “You do.” 

I then telephoned Director Helms to tell him that I was canceling 
our meeting. I also advised Messrs, Felt and Bates of the cancellation, 
but stated that the three of us would meet. In this same conversation 
with me, Director Helms requested that we not interview active CIA 
men Karl Wagner and John Caswell. I passed this information to Mr. 
Felt and instructed that these men not be interviewed. Before orders 
could get to the field, however, Mr. Caswell had already been inter- 
viewed. 

I met with Mr. Felt and Mr. Bates in my office at 2:30 p.m. on this 
Wednesday afternoon, June 28, to review the CIA situation. In this 
meeting I was brought up to date on all the latest developments in 
the case. I can recall specifically discussing with them the alleged com- 
partmentalization at CIA where the right hand is not supposed to 
know what the left is doing in sensitive operations and asked if this 
could occur. We agreed that it was possible, but unlikely in the absence 
of some special White House interest in the highest classification of 
national security interests where the need to know was rigidly con- 
trolled. 

Mr. Bates pointed out that under no circumstances should we back 
off any investigation at the request of CIA without forcing them to 
reveal completely their interest in this matter. We all agreed that the 
FBI’s reputation was at stake and I assured them that I would not 
hold back the FBI in this investigation at anyone’s request, including 
the President of the United States, in the absence of overriding and 
valid considerations. I told them that if I were ordered to do so with- 
out valid reasons, I would resign. 

It was in this meeting that I believe I gave Mr. Felt and Mr. Bates 
instructions to go ahead with the interview of Mr. Ogarrio and to con- 
tinue our efforts to locate and interview Mr. Dahlberg. 

r At 3:58 p.m., June 28, Mr. Dean called and I was not available. 

I returned the call at 4 :35 p.m. and I believe now that this call in- 
volved a reo nest bv Mr. Dean to hold up on the interview of Miss 
Kathleen Ohenow for alleged reasons of national securitv until she 
returned from her vacation in England. I’m sure I said we would 
hold up for the time being but she would have to he interviewed soon. 
I can recall saving that we will interview her in England unless she 
returns from vacation at an early date. Mr. Dean gave me her address 


(487) 



V. 


44.3 L. PATRICK GRAY TESTIMONY 3 AUGUST 3 3 1973 , 9 SSC 3455-56 


3 ±56 

L in England in this conversation, I believe, and I passed it along in 
a call to Mr. Felt in which I instructed him to temporarily discontinue 
leads to interview and investigate Miss Kathleen Chenow in England. 

In the evening of this same day, Wednesday, June 28, 1972, a cable- 
gram was sent to our legate in Mexico City instructing him to interview 
Mr. Ogarrio concerning the four checks in the aggregate amount of 
$89,000. This order was issued in the afternoon meeting with Mr. Felt 
and Mr. Bates, I believe, because of the phone call I made to Director 
Helms on June 27 asking if the CIA had any interest in Mr. Ogarrio 
and his reply to the effect that CIA had no interest. 

At 8 :15 a.m. on Thursday, June 29, 1972, I issued orders to cancel 
the interview of Mr. Ogarrio and to instruct the Minneapolis Field 
Division to make no further attempts to interview Mr. Dahlberg but 
to continue to obtain records of his long distance calls. I am fairly 
certain that I did so as the result of a telephone call I received from 
Mr. Dean at home, prior to my departure to Dulles Airport for an 
* inspection trip to San Diego and Phoenix. He again urged that these 
interviews be held up for national security reasons or because of CIA 
interest. I called Mr. Felt, or his office, and gave these cancellation 
orders. On my own initiative I also ordered that George Munro, CIA 
station chief at Mexico City, not be interviewed because I noted in one 
of the many reports that crossed my desk that he was CIA station chief 
in Mexico City. 

In San Diego, on Friday, June 30, I received a call from Mr. Felt. 
He informed me that Assistant U.S. Attorney Silbert wanted the 
FBI to interview Mr. David Young, Mr. Ogarrio and Miss Chenow 
and that our Washington Field Office recommended interviews of Mr. 
Mitchell, Mr. Young and Miss Chenow. I instructed Mr. Felt to tell 
Mr. Dean that we were going to interview Mr. Mitchell, Mr. Young, 
Miss Chenow, and any others that we must interview, and I also told 
him to give to Mr. Dean the message from Assistant U.S. Attorney 
'Silbert iust as we had received it 

Mr. Dean had called me earlier that morning to complain bitterly 
about alleged leaks from the FBI. In this conversation it is my recol- 
lection that he again raised the question of not interviewing Mr. Ogar- 
rio and Mr. Dahlberg and stated that they had absolutely nothing to do 
with Watergate, but I cannot be certain. 

Mr. Dean called me again that afternoon. I do not recall whether 
or not Mr. Dean and I discussed Messrs. Ogarrio and Dahlberg in this 
conversation. I do know that Mr. Dean asked me to consider setting 
up a special group in the FBI to investigate the entire matter of leaks. 
I told him that it was not necessary and that I would not take such 
. action. 

Mr. Felt called me later that afternoon to report that Mr. Dean 
informed him that Mr. Young and Miss Chenow would be available 
for interview during the first part of the coming week. He also told me 
that Mr. Dean was still complaining about alleged leaks from the 
FBI. 

On Monday, July 3, 1972, I scheduled a meeting with Messrs. Felt, 
Bates, and Tvunkel. special agents in charge of the Washington field 
office, to review the investigation to date and to consider all ramifica- 
tions of a possible CIA involvement. This meeting lasted from 2:30 
p.m. until just about 4 p.m., and we discussed every possible theory. 
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WASHINGTON, i 

SUPPLEMENTARY EVIDENCE REPORT 


TO: 


t. DATE Or THIS 

6/20/72 

REPORT 

2. COMPLAINANT’S NAME 

Democratic National Committee 

3. LOCATION OF OFFENSE 

Watergate /2600 Va. Ave, NW 


*. OFFENSE 

5. DATE OF OF FENSE 

6. M C 5 NO. 

7. C.C.R. NO. 

BurpTarv II 

6/17/72 

12830 

316-832 


BELOW ARE THE RESULTS OF THE EXAMINATIONS CONDUCTED BY THE IDENTIFICATION SECTION 
FROM THE TOP DRAWER OF DRESSER AT LEFT OF DOOR FROM ROOM 214 

#262 A check- in receipt for the Watergate Hotel for room 214 in name of F. 
Carter, IN 6/16, OUT 6/19, Firm Ameritas, 955 SW First, Miami, Fla. 
and. signed by Frank Carter. 

J263 A check' in receipt for the Watergate Hotel for room 214 in name of J. 
v^-^Valdez, IN 6/16, OUT 6/19, Firm Ameritas, 955 SW First, Miami, Fla. 
and signed. 


#264 A black or dark blue small book with "Addresses Telephones” in 
\/ yellow lettering on front and on the first page “Bernard L. Barker* 

5229 NW 4th Street, Miami, Fla. 33126,* Office Barker Associated Inc. 
2301 NW 7 St., Suites F £ G, Miami, Fla. 33125”, book contains various 
names, addresses and telephone numbers. 


4 




^\_#265 A torn out piece of white lined paper headed "Addresses” with name 
^ n Carole Frohman, 865-0255". 

-# 266 A black plastic folder containing (7) seven business cards in name of 
'""'"Bernard L. Barker, G.R.I, Realtor. 




\ ^ 


business card from E. Rolando Martinez, Associate of Barker Associates 
Inc.*, Realtors. 


^)_#268/tA. Sears Easy Payment Account Card #45 42313 76571 5 in name of Mr. 
. ] Bernard L. . Barker,. 5229 NW 4th St., Miami, Fla. 33126. 


M 


#269 x A social security card #213-07-0844 in name of Bernard Leon Barker. 

IK, 


#270 A'Florida Operators License _#B62609217097709A in the name of Bernard 
Leop Barker. 

'I %S -^271 ^A^Sears Credit Card #45 91613 78290 4 in name of Mr. Bernard L* Barker. 

s £k fl 

C n ‘*|.# 27^/ An American Express Credit Card, number 047 252 328 1 800AX in the 

*1 - name of Bernard L. Barker, Barker Associates Inc. 

■:»/>* 
c *2 

” L #273 L A' standard Chevron National Travel Credit Card, number 110 319 250 4 
** in name of Bernard L. Barker. 

#274 ‘^A Texaco Travel Credit Card, #19 414 3802 8 in the name of B L Barker. 

/ 

#275'v-A Shell Credit Card, number 984 135 004 in name of B L Barker. 

. — 6'IA.Ag <±u — lLMdjJd±£U 

// ' Signature of Technician Assigned / 


77 


Sj L ^CLL U > 

-A eTkJ7s'f/2j<L 

Si jrterure of Raai oaring Official 
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SUPPLEMENTARY EVIDENCE REPORT 


TO: 

i 

i 

. ' ! 

1. DATE Or THIS REPORT 

6-20-72 

2. COMPLAINANT’S NAME 

Democratic National Committee 

3- LOCATION OF OFFEN3 

Watergate/2600 

Va . Ave HW 


A. OFFENSE 

5. DATE OF OFFENSE 

6. M C S NO. 

7. C.C.R. NO. 

Burglary II 

6-17-72 

12830 

316-832 


BELOW ARE THE RESULTS OF THE EXAMINATIONS CONDUCTED BY THE IDENTIFICATION SECTION 


The below listed property recovered on Search Warrant by Detective Robert 
Denell, CID in room #214 of the Watergate Hotel on 6-17-72 and turned over 
:*to Technician Larry Muncy of the Mobile Crime Laboratory 6-20-72 at 0815 hrs. 


ITEMS: , 

/ 


-#167 


One black with white metal trim ^Samsonite" attache case. 


(The attache case contained the following:) 


#168 One brown and yellow metal "bates 11 list finder, model K, with :"PFC 

Donnie Martinez, Co B, 2nd Tank Battallion, Force Troops, Camp Lejeune, 
North Carolina, 28542" written inside the top of the finder. (This item 
is known as a pop-up telephone directory . ) 


#169 



E #175 


One "1972 Realty Bluebook" with torn out page from desk calendar in same. 
Calendar page dated Monday, August 23rd and Tuesday August 24th, 1971* On 
the August 23rd side is written: "2514 N.W. 122 St.". 

One green with yellow lettering "Expanded Payment Table for Monthly Mortgage 
Loans" with business card of "E. Rolando Martinez" attached to inside front 
cover . 

A black vinyl address book with "L6M Mortgage Co., 6500 W.4th Ave Suite 6^. 
Hialeah, Florida, 822-7520" imprinted on same. In the "Q" section of the 
book is a diagram of what appears to be a hotel lobby. 

Black leather business card holder containing business cards of "E. Rolando 
Martinez" and other subjects. 

U.S, Airmail Postage stamp holder with" six 11 cent Airmail stamps 6 six 
2 cent stamps in same. 

A envelope from "Real Estate Directories" addressed to: "Judd Realty of 
Miami", containing real estate listings of the Miami area that are for 
sale. 

Envelope containing legal seperation papers of Eugenio Rolando Martinez 
and Jean Marie Moleski DeGregorio Martinez. "Case 72-9254-J.W.Kehoe" 

( papers had not been signed but was to appear before Judge J.W. Kehoe 
of Dade County, Fla., June 27, 1972) 
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44, 6 SSC REPORT OF KATHLEEN CHENOW FBI 302 INTERVIEW* JULY Z 3 1972_ 


This is Tuesday, April 24, 1973* I am in the FBI Headquarters, this is 
Samuel Dash, Chief Counsel of the Select Committee and I am reviewing 
302 T s for the purpose of preparing interviews for committee witnesses. 







The first interview is Miss Kathleen Chenow. She was interviewed on 
July 3* 1972 by special Robert E. LiU and Daniel C. Mahen and she 
was interviewed in the Executive Office- Building, 17th & Pennsylvania 
Avenue in the presence of Mr. John Dean* counsel from President Nixon, 
and Mr. Fred Fielding, Mr. Deans assistant. Miss Chenow stated that 
she ' was employed in a secretarial capacity to Mr. David Young, Rm. l£>. 
Executive Office Bldg, from ^Tune 71 till sometime in March 72. That 
she was approached by Mr. Young sometime in October 71 aud requested to 
have a private telephone installed in the suite of offices located in 
Rm. 16 for the use of Mr. E. Howard Hunt, who would be in a position to 
receive calls on that phone line. The phone bills for this particular 
phone was to be sent to Miss Chenow’ s home address 501 Slaters Lane, 
Alexandria, Virginia. She agreed to this arrangement and the bills 
was sent to her home and .she brought them to the office an^presented 
them to Mr. John Campbell, staff secretary to President Nixon. According 
to Miss Chenow the phone., was in the suite of office for approximately 
‘five months and was taken out sometime in the. middle of March 1972 • 

Mr. Young office was a suite of four rooms ‘which included Mr. Young’s 
office, a senate office, a conference room and a small reception 
area the phone which had been installed and billed to her residence 
was an extension of 2 telephones setting on desks in the senate office, 
an possible a third extension into the conference room. 


Miss Chenow said that Hunt visited the Young office approximately twice 
O .a week that he e did riot have an office in that suite but' that he was 
located on the third floor of the Executive Office Building. She 
" last saw Mr. Hunt in March 1972. She believed that Hunt was assisting 
Mr. Young in the aftermath of the "Pentagon Papers" she also, stated 
that she was aquainted with G. Gordon Liddy and that he was a third 
55 ‘ party that assisted Mr. Young and occupied-an office in the "'same general 
location of Young. The last time she saw Mr. Liddy was in February 1972 
when he came to' the office to pick up mail and Mr. Liddy left the employ 
of the White House in December 1971 for employment to the Committee to 
Reelect the President. 


Miss Chenow said that the phone installed in the Young suite was 
essentially a telephone for Mr. Hunt's use and served as a answering 
service. In addition to a local address in Alexandria, Virginia Miss 
Chenow has a Milwaukee address which is *+957 North 110th Street, 
Wilwaukee, Wisconsin. This is her parents address. The Alexandria, 
Virginia address telephone number as of the time of this interview 
was 836-1040. 
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Senator Byrd. Did you have contact with anyone employed by 
the Committee for the Reelection of the President? 

Mr. Gray. Contact when or where or for what purpose? 

Senator Byrd. At any time. 

Mr. Gray. No; I had nothing to do with that committee. 

Senator Byrd. You had no contact with any employee of that 
committee? 

Mr. Gray. No. Except during the conduct of this investigation, 
the FBI did; we interviewed those people. But I had no personal 
contact. I had no telephone calls. I had no letters. I had no visits. 

Senator Byrd. Irrespective of the Watergate investigation, did 
you have any contacts? 

Mr. Gray. No. 

Senator Byrd. Did you know anyone on the committee? Did you 
know anyone on the committee staff? Did you ever have any contact 
with them? 

Mr. Gray. Sure; I knew those people — sure. I knew. Bob Mardian 
and John Mitchell and Fred LaRue; I came to know those people 
after I came to Washington and after 1969. I did not know them 
before that. 

Senator Byrd. When did you first learn of Mr. Liddy’s involvement 
in the Watergate break-in? 

Mr. Gray. I will have to give you the exact information because 
I did not provide myself with that kind of detailed information today 
and I will have to submit it. It probably came to me under an alias 
first and then probably came to me w ith his true name as we developed 
it. I know I have the names of the people who were arrested but those, 
as we know, were aliases as we later found out. But I will have to 
find the exact time that George Gordon Liddy’s name was delivered 
to me, Senator. 

Senator Byrd. And from whom. 

Mr. Gray. And from whom; yes. 

(Mr. Gray subsequently submitted the following document for 
the record:) 


< 


I find, Senator Byrd, upon checking the records, that on June 18, 1972, we 
first learned that one George Leonard, later identified as George Gordon Licldy, 
was registered at the Watergate Hotel with the group which was arrested at the 
Democratic Committee Headquarters. Extensive efforts, of course, were made 
to endeavor to identify Leonard. On June 28, 1972, Assistant Director Bates 
directed a memorandum to Acting Associate Director Felt w’hich stated that at 
12:50 P.M. that date, SAC Kunkel had called to advise that in tracing telephone 
calls of Martinez and Barker, one of the numbers called at the Committee to 
Reelect the President was that of a Mr. Gordon Liddy. Our Agents attempted 
to interview Liddy that day and he refused to be interviewed. Subsequently, on 
7/3/72, Liddy’s photograph was positively identified as being the individual 
known as George Leonard. 

Senator Byrd. Were you aware that Mr. Liddy was a former FBI 
agent and that he w as finance counsel for the Committee to Re-Elect 
the President at the time of the Watergate break-in? 

Mr. Gray. No; I was not. I did not even know' Mr. Liddy. 

Senator Byrd. You did not know' him personally? 

Mr. Gray. No, sir; I did not. 

Senator Byrd. Even through the Committee to Re-elect the 
President? 

Air. Gray. No, sir; I did not. 
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45. On June 28, 1972 Gray met with John Ehrlichman and John Dean. 
At this meeting Gray was given two folders containing documents which 
he was told had been retrieved from Howard Hunt's safe and had not 
been delivered to FBI agents when the remainder of the contents of 
the safe was delivered on June 27, 1972. Gray was told that these 
documents were politically sensitive, were unrelated to Watergate, 
and should never be made public. Dean did not deliver to Gray the 
two notebooks and pop-up address book that had been found in Hunt's 
safe; Dean has related that he discovered these items in a file folder 
in his office in late January 1973, at which time he shredded the 
notebooks and discarded the address book. 
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House, Department of Justice, and CIA on the subject of retrieval by 
the CIA of CIA information furnished to the Department of Justice. 

THE HOWARD HUNT FILES 

r Prior to a meeting I had with Mr. Dean and Mr. Ehrlichman in 
Mr. Ehrlichman’s office on the evening of June 28, 1972, I had no 
knowledge from any source whatever of the existence of these partic- 
ular files or of the information and instructions I was to receive that 
evening. 

I arrived at Mr. Ehrlichman’s office at about 6 :30 p.m. that evening 
for the purpose of discussing with him the many rumors and allega- 
tions concerning leaks of information from the FBI regarding the 
Watergate investigation. One of his secretaries told me to go right on 
into his private office. Mr. Dean was in the office talking with Mr. 
Ehrlichman. I remember being surprised at Mr. Dean’s presence be- 
cause I had not known that he would be at the meeting. 

After the usual greetings were exchanged, Mr. Ehrlichman said 
something very close to, “John has something that he wants to turn 
over to you.” I then noticed that Mr. Dean had in his hands two white 
manila, legal-size file folders. It is my recollection that these folders 
were not in envelopes at this time. 

Mr. Dean then told me that these files contained copies of sensitive 
and classified papers of a political nature that Howard Hunt had 
been working on. He said that they have national security implica- 
tions or overtones, have absolutely nothing to do with Watergate and 
have no bearing on the Watergate investigation whatsoever. Either 
Mr. Dean or Mr. Ehrlichman said that these files should not be allowed 
to confuse or muddy the issues in the Watergate case. 

I asked whether these files should become a part of our FBI Water- 

L gate file. Mr. Dean said these should not become a part of our FBI 
Watergate file, but that he wanted to be able to say, if called upon 
later, that he had turned all of Howard Hunt’s files over to the FBI. 

I distinctly recall Mr, Dean saying that these files were “political 
dynamite,” and “clearly should not see the light of day.” 

It is true that neither Mr. Ehrlichman nor Mr. Dean expressly 
instructed me to destroy the files. But there was, and is, no doubt in 
my mind that destruction was intended. Neither Mr. Dean nor Mr. 
Ehrlichman said or implied that I was being given the documents 
personally merely to safeguard against leaks. As I believe each of them 
testified before this committee the White House regarded the FBI as 
a source of leaks. The clear implication of the substance and tone of 
their remarks was that these two files were to be destroyed and I 
interpreted this to be an order from the counsel to the President of 
the United States issued in the presence of one of the two top assist- 
ants to the President of the United States. 

It is my recollection that I asked for large brown envelopes in 
which to place the files. I believe that Mr. Dean stepped briefly into 
. the outer office to obtain the envelopes and placed each file in a sep- 
arate brown envelope in Mr. Ehrlichmaivs inner office and handed 
them to me. 

Although my memory is not perfectly clear on this. I believe Mr. 
Dean then left Mr. Ehrlichmaivs office and I stayed for 5 or 10 minutes 
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at this meeting, and what it was General Walters was going to go and 
talk to Mr. Gray about. 

Senator Ervin. I think this may be an appropriate time to recess 
for lunch. 

Mr. Wilson. Mr. Chairman, may I inquire about the schedule. Mr. 
Haldeman is our next witness and I would like to ask would you 
suggest that he be here at 2 o’clock? He has a statement which would 
take no longer than 2 hours to read and I would suggest that he read 
it the same day. 

Senator Ervin. I would suggest that he come in at 3 o’clock. I think 
we can finish with Mr, Ehrlichman at that time. I don’t know whether 
we can or not. 

[Whereupon at 12 :30 p.m., the committee recessed to reconvene at 
2 p.m. on the same day.] ^ 

Afternoon Session, Monday, July 30, 1973 

Senator Ervin. The committee will come to order. 

Counsel will resume the interrogation of the witness. 

Mr. Dash. Mr, Ehrlichman, following the meeting that you had 
on June 23 with Mr. Walters, Mr. Helms, and Mr. Haldeman, did 
you instruct Mr. Dean to contact Mr. Walters and follow up on the 
June 23 meeting? 

Mr. Ehrlichman. No, sir. I simply notified Mr. Dean that there 
had been a meeting, that General Walters was going to be talking 
with Mr. Gray, and that we had indicated to General Walters that 
Mr. Dean would be his contact from that point forward. 

Mr. Dash. Did there come a time when General Walters did call 
you and tell you that he was going to have a meeting or that Dean had 
contacted him and was it all right for him to speak to Mr, Dean? 

Mr. Ehrlichman. It either happened that way or I told him at 
the time of the meeting on the 23d that Dean would be his contact, 
one or the other, but I am quite sure that I indicated to General 
Walters that Dean was the White House man who was looking after 
this whole subject. 

Mr Dash. Were you aware that Mr. Dean did in fact meet with 
General Walters on June 26 ? 

Mr, Ehrlichman. No, I was not aware of those meetings. 

Mr. Dash. There were a series of meetings ? 

Mr. Ehrlichman. Yes, I understand there were, and I was not 
aware of that series of meetings until just recently. 

Mr, Dash. And Mr. Dean did not report to you on them? 

» Mr. Ehrlichman. No, he did not. 

Mr. Dash. Now, on June 28, 1972, you met with Mr. Dean and Mr. 
Gray, and we have had some testimony on that, and on that same day 
you had two earlier meetings with Mr. Dean. Do you recall what the 
two earlier meetings were about before the meeting with Mr. Dean and 
Mr. Gray ? 

Mr. Ehrlichman. Not specifically. I surmised that one of them was 
simply an informational meeting knowing that I was about to leave 
town for an extended period of time. As I recall, there was a conversa- 
tion and whether it was by meeting or whether it was by telephone, 
I cannot recall, but on the same day that we met with Pat Gray I am 
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quite sure we had a conversation about turning over the contents of 
Hunt’s safe to Mr. Gray. 

Mr. Dash. All right. 

Then, you had your meeting with Mr. Gray and I think you have 
already testified to the circumstances under which a particular packet 
or envelope ^vas turned over to Mr. Gray. 

Mr. Ehrlichman. Right. 

Mr. Dash. I think we have had full testimony on that. 

Now, by the way, did you know at the time the packet of materials 
was turned over to Mr. Gray what was contained in the packet? 

Mr. Ehruchman. No. 

Mr. Dash. Had you been told by Mr. Dean they were sensitive ma- 
I te rials, politically sensitive materials ? 

1 M r. Ehrlichman. Yes. 

Mr. Dash. I think you testified in response to a question of Sir. 
Gurney on page 5438 of the testimony, Senator Gurney asked you : 

“Did you ever have any communication with Mr. Gray about these 
documents after this meeting?” and referring to the June 28 meeting 
and you answered, “Yes, sir.” And Senator Gurney said, “And recount 
it to the committee,” and your answer was : 

That was in April of this year that we had a conversation. The President asked 
me to telephone Mr. Gray. It was a Sunday night and it was the 15th of April 
about 10 :15 p.m. I was in the President's BOB office, and he had a meeting that 
day with Mr. Kliendienst. The subject of these documents came up at this 
meeting. 

Then, you were asked to call Mr. Gray. You referred to that tele- 
phone call. You said : 

I told him at that time that the delivery of the documents to him 
to Mr. Gray, 

had been the subject of this conversation between the Attorney General and the 
President that Mr. Dean apparently had told the prosecuting attorney about 
the fact that he had made the delivery. Mr. Gray said, “Well, he cannot do that." 

*md I said “well, he did say that,” and he said “if he says that I will deny it,” 
and I said “well, Pat, it isn’t a subject for denial. Obviously, it is not something 
you can deny. I recall the episode very clearly,” and well, he says “You have got 
to back me up on this,” and he went on to say “I destroyed the documents.” 

I think at that point you said you were nonplussed about it and you 
hung up. Then you decided, after talking to the President, that per- 
haps you had not made it clear that you were not going to back him 
up and you called him back and without my reading the testimony, 
you made it very clear to him that if you had to go to testify you 
would tell the truth about that. 

Now, is it not true, Mr. Ehrlichman, this was not the next time that 
you had a conversation with Mr. Gray about those documents? That 
at the April 15 meeting, did not Mr. Gray 

Mr. Ehrlichman [interrupting]. The next time 

Mr. Dash [interrupting]. The question put by Senator Gurney that 
after the June 28 meeting, did you have again occasion to talk about 
those documents with Mr. Gray, and your answer was 

Mr. Ehrlichm an [interrupting] . I see. 

Mr. Dash [continuing]. The April 15 phone call. 

Mr. Ehrlichman. You are referring to the rather oblique reference 
in Mr, Gray’s phone report to me about his confirmation hearings per- 
haps, and that is correct. 
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r Senator Gurney, Well, let us get, then to — that is clear enough. 
Let us get to the Gray papers. As I understand your testimony now, 
Mr. Dean did raise these sensitive papers. If they were just filed away 
in the FBI regular files and somebody got to them, why, it would 
be very embarrassing to a lot of people. 

Mr. Ehrliciiman. That is what he said. 

Senator Gurney. What happened to those papers ? Tell your version 
of the story from his first telling you that these were sensitive papei*s 
to where he tells you something different about them? 

Mr. Ehrliciiman. He agonized for several days about what to do 
with this situation. I was not involved in a lot of conversations with 
him about it. He was gone a couple of days during this interval because 
the river was flooding on account of Agnes hurricane. His house was 
near the river and so he was just out of the play for a couple of days 
during that particular time. He was moving his furniture up and put- 
ting up sandbags and whatnot. 

So he came back from that interlude and said he thought he had an 
idea as to how to solve this problem and that would be to deliver these 
documents in two parcels— one parcel to the field office and the other 
parcel to Pat Gray. I certainly concurred in that suggestion. It seemed 
to me like a good way of making sure that the documents did not leak 
as long as Mr. Gray held on to them. 

Senator Gurney. This was his suggestion to turn them over to 
Gray ? 

Mr. Eiirlichman. Yes, sir. 

Senator Gurney. And then what happened ? 

Mr. Ehrliciiman. Then, I said that either I would get Mr. Gray to 
come over, but I think what I said to him was Mr. Gray was coming 
over that day for another appointment and why didn’t he just bring 
them over when Pat Gray was there and deliver them to him, so two 
of us could say that the delivery had been made and we would put an 
end to tliis evidentiary chain, so to speak. 

Senator Gurney. I understand that he did come over and he did 
bring the documents and Gray and he and you were there. Then, what 
happened? 

Mr. Ehrliciiman. We were there. He said, “Pat, I would like to 
give you these.” The sense of it was that these were contents of Hunt’s 
safe that were politically sensitive and that we just could not stand to 
have them leaked. I do not know whether he had talked to Gray before 
or not, because Gray seemed to understand the setting and the premise, 
so to speak. And he turned the documents over to him and John Dean 
then left. 

Senator Gurney. Did you say nothing during this whole meeting? * 
Mr. Ehrliciiman. I probably chimed in on the subject of leaks, 
which was then kind of a — was a theme that I ivas hitting with Mr. 
Gray right along. And as I have testified before, I do not recall the 

L specific language that was used. The sense of the conversation between 
the three of us, which was not a long conversation, was that the purpose 
of Pat Gray taking delivery of these was to a- void the leak problem 
ij’hicb all of us recognized that the FBI was having. 

Senator Gurney. Well, I seem to recall there was some testimony 
about, to Gray by someone, either Dean or you, that these documents 
should never see the light of day. Do you recall that? 
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Mr, Dr ax. The only other occasion I recall anybody else looking at 
the files is when Mr. Dick Moore who was Special Counsel to the Presi- 
dent was instructed by Mr. Ehrlichmau to prepare himself to deal with 
the leaking stories on the Segretti related matters and at that time 
Mr. Moore was given those documents to look at, and worked with 
those documents as they related to Segretti, Kalmbach, and Chapin, 
and Mr. Strachan. 

Senator Gurney. Didn’t Mr. Chapin and Mr. Strachan look at them, 
too ? 

Mr. Dean. No, sir, they did not. I never showed them to any witness. 
In fact I was requested, and I told the people who had been inter- 
viewed that I didn’t think it was something I could show them, and I 
would generally just talk in general about it. I do recall when they 
were reinterviewed by the FBI the FBI themselves showed them their 
original 302’s. 

Senator Gurney. Don’t you think it was a serious breach of faith 
to show these 302 files to other people, a breach of faith to Mr. Gray? 
^ Mr. Dean. Yes. I think it can be interpreted that way. 

Senator Gurney. Let’s go to the matter of the Hunt material that 
was turned over to Mr. Gray. 

Now, as I understand it some material was turned over to the FBI 
but certain materials were held out ; is that correct ? 

Mr. Dean. That is correct. 

Senator Gurney. What were they ? 

Mr. Dean. Well, I tried in my statement to catalog what I can recall 
that I saw amongst those documents. This was a combined effoid to 
extract this material by Mr. Fielding and myself. Sometimes when 
Mr. Fielding was going through it he would make reference to some- 
thing and at one point in time I decided we ought to extract all of 
these documents and put them in one place, and Mr. Fielding did that 
for me and put them in envelopes and they were subsequently stored in 
my safe until the time they were turned over to Mr. Gray. 

So, 'I cannot 

Senator Gurney. I thought you testified that you carried some of 
these around in the trunk of your car? 

Mr. Dean. No, sir, that was not, those were not documents. That was 
the briefcase that was found in Mr. Hunt’s safe. That was a rather 
large, oh, like so. 

Senator Gurney. Wasn’t that the material that was turned over to 
Gray ? 

Mr. Dean. No, sir, it was not. 

Senator Gurney. What was turned over to Gray ? 

Mr. Dean. Two envelopes containing sensitive political documents. 

Senator Gurney, And what — that was turned over at a meeting in 
Mr. Ehrlichman’s office, is that right? 

Mr. Dean. That is correct. 

Senator Gurney. And you were present and Mr. Gray was present. 

Mr. Dean. That is correct. You will recall I had been instructed to 
“deep-six” and shred documents. I had to come up in my own mind with 
a persuasive argument for Mr. Ehrlichrnan as to why not to “deep-six” 
and destroy documents. I decided the best way to persuade him was to 
tell him that there was a chance that the men who had drilled the safe 
had seen it, that the Secret Service agent who was present at the time 
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of the drilling had seen it that Mr. Fielding and Mr. Ivehrli had been 
there and had seen it and, of course, Mr. Fielding had gone through all 
of the documents and for all those people to be quizzed by the FBI 
would result in an awful lot of lying. 

Senator Gurney. Was it your suggestion to turn these papers over 
to Mr. Gray? 

Mr. Dean. Yes, it was because I told Mr.— — 

Senator Gurney. Why did you suggest this ? 

Mr. Dean. I told Mr. Ehrlichman that if I were ever asked I wanted 
to be able to testify that I turned everything over to the FBI and sub- 
sequently when that came up and they were getting more specific with 
that I told _ . • 

Senator Gurney. What was the conversation in the office at the time 
the documents were turned over to Mr. Gray ? 

Mr. Dean. Well, it was a very brief conversation and, as I say, my 
encounter during that was very short. I had preceded Mr. Gray, as I 
recall the sequence, to Mr. Ehrlichman ’s office. Mr. Ehrlichman in- 
formed me he was going to meet with him and said, “Bring the docu- 
ments over.” 

I brought the documents over and laid them on a coffee table in Mr. 
Ehrlichman’s office. 

Senator Gurney. Didn’t you and Ehrlichman agree to set up the 
meeting? 

Mr. Dean. I have the impression Mr. Ehrlichman was going to 
meet with Mr. Gray on something else. That it was not specifically 
on this subject. 

Senator Gurney. I thought you said you suggested to Sir. Ehrlich- 
man that you have a meeting with Gray to turn the documents over 
to him. 

Mr, Dean. I suggested we turn them directly over to Sir. Gray, and 
Sir. Ehrlichman, and after I turned the rest of the material over and 
I was still holding this I thought we ought to get the remainder over, 
called — that happened on a Thursday or Friday, over the weekend. I 
said — there is a delay here — and called Ehrlichman on Slonday and he 
said, “I am meeting with Sir. Gray this evening, why don’t you bring 
the documents over then,” something of that nature. 

Senator Gurney. Now then, what transpired when they were turned 
over? 

Sir. Dean. As I said, I took the documents and had a very brief dis- 
cussion with Ehrlichman. I laid them on the coffee table in Ehrlich- 
man’s office. Sir. Gray was called up from the reception area, came in 
and Sir. Ehrlichman made the initial — initially raised the matter, and 
said something to the effect that these are materials from STr. Hunt s 
safe, I believe Dean has turned over other material to the Bureau 
directly. 

Senator Gurney. Did yon have any discussion with Sir. Ehrlichman 
when you brought the documents in and laid them on the coffee table? 

Mr. Dean. I am sure there was. 

Senator Gurney. What was 

Sir. Dean. About this was the way T could very easily handle tin 
situation if I was ever asked, if Sir.’ Gray had been useful and seer 
them. 
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Senator Gurney. Did you discuss with Mr, Ehrlichman what yon 
might be going to tell Mr. Gray ? 

Mr. Dean. I was going to tell him that I did not think these related 
to the Watergate incident, which I did not. 

Senator Gurney. No, I am talking about the papers. The purpose of 
the meeting was to turn some very sensitive documents over to 
Mr, Gray. 

Mr. Dean. Yes. 

Senator Gurney, So you could get rid of them and Mr. Ehrlichman 
could get rid of them. 

Now, prior to his coming into the office, I understand that you went 
in and took the papers in and laid them down. My question is, did you 
have any discussion with Mr. Ehrlichman at that time to what you 
were going to tell Mr. Gray when you turned the papers over— or when 
he turned them over? 

Mr. Dean. It was pretty well understood what the meeting was for, 
so it was not necessary to have any extended discussion other than the 
fact that the documents were very politically sensitive, that as I recall, 
I called them political dynamite when I raised them with Gray, that 
he should take custody of them, and that that would be the way to 
handle it as far as the White House was concerned. I do not recall any 
discussion of telling Mr. Gray to destroy the documents. 

Senator Gurney. You and Mr. Ehrlichman must have had, cer- 
tainly, some feeling that Mr. Gray was not going to take this back to 
the FBI and put it in the files somewhere. 

Mr. Dean. Well, he was told that they should never be leaked or be 
made public, something to that effect, yes. 

Senator Gurney. Well, did you discuss something to that effect 
before he came in the office ? 

Mr. Dean. Well, Senator, if we did, I have certainly no recollection 
of it at this time. As I recall the transaction, it was brief, I came over 
immediately preceding the meeting, Gray was called up, there was this 
brief conversation. Grav was virtually en route up. He came in. This 
was explained to him. He at that point in time, as I recall, placed the 
documents in a small sort of briefcase — not really a briefcase, but one 
of these thin legal briefcases that he placed the documents in, and 
seemed quite willing to take them. He did not have a lot of hesitancy 
and he seemed to understand that indeed, this was an appropriate pro- 
cedure, although an unusual one. 

Senator Gurney. And what was precisely the thing that was said 
to Mr. Gray about the documents? 

Mr. Dean. Was said to him? Well, I can recall that Ehrlichman 
told him that they were from Mr. Hunt’s safe and that- they were very 
politically sensitive. I then explained to him that- we had turned the 
rest of the material over to the agents. However, these Avere political 
dynamite and if they ever leaked, it would just be a very serious 
problem for the President during the reelection year. 

Senator Gurney. Was there not something about the light of day in 
that conversation? 

Mr. Dean. That is possible. I do not recall it now, what particular 
language I used. I think I conveyed to the committee the— if I used 
that particular term at that time, that does not necessarily strike me 
as one of my normal phrases. 
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Senator Guuxey. Well, to the best of your recollection, what did you 
say to Mr. Gray? 

Mr. Dean. As I say, to the best of my recollection, I cannot recall 
the precise words, but other than the fact that the material had come 
from Hunt’s safe, to the best of my knowledge, it did not relate to the 
Watergate; if it leaked, that these documents were political dynamite, 
that if they leaked or became public, it would cause great embarrass- 
lent and great problems. 

Senator Gurney. Did you ever call Mr. Gray about these documents 
after that meeting? 

Mr. Dean. I cannot recall calling him. I recall, as I testified, I be- 
lieve yesterday, I had discussed this with counsel, that I had a con- 
versation at some time with Mr. Gray in his office, in which he told 
me that he had taken the documents to Connecticut. He said he was 
either going to read them or had read them. I just cannot recall which 
it was that he said, because it was a passing conversation. 

Senator Gurney. You do not recall two conversations with Mr. 
Gray, either meeting with him in his office or he in your office or over 
the phone, asking him what he had done with the documents ? 

Mr. Dean. The first time — -well, as I say, this one occasion, as I 
recall, was in his office when he indicated to me that he had taken them 
to Connecticut. 

Senator Gurney. That was the result of your question asking him 
what he had done with them ; is that right ? 

Mr. Dean. No; as I recall, he volunteered that, that he had taken 
them to Connecticut. 

Senator Gurney. Well, what were you discussing at that meeting 
with him ? What was the purpose of the meeting ? 

Mr. Dean. I do not recall. It could have been on the leak problems 
that we were having. 

Senator Gurney. But you do recall in the meeting that he said, I 
have taken the documents to Connecticut ? 

Mr. Dean. If you gave me a specific date on what meeting you might 
: be referring to— 

Senator Gurney. I do not really know’ myself. I am trying to find 
out. 

Mr. Dean. As I say, five dates, I can generally put them in the 
sequence of w’hat I was doing at a given time or what a given concern 
w~as. I do recall a meeting in Gray’s office that this came up, he told 
me that he had taken them to Connecticut, I am not clear whether he 
said he had read them or was going to read them or ail} 7 tiling of this 
nature. 

Senator Gurney. Did you ever ask him again on any occasion what 
he had done with the documents? 

Mr. Dean. Yes, I did. After I had disclosed this matter to Mr. Peter- 
sen, I recall that I was at luncheon at the Justice Department. This 
was probably in early January. At that time, Mr. Gray came up to 
me and sort of took me l>v the arm and said, John, you have got to 
hang tight on not disclosing these documents. And I said nothing 
to him. 

I said, I understand, and that was — but at the time, I had been 
questioned by the prosecutors. I felt I had to tell Mr. Petersen because 
if I w as going to go forward, that very fact w as going to come out. 
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[ P R 0 C E ii DING S ] 

THE DEPUTY Ci-ERi' : Criminal Action No- 1827-72 , 

United States of America versus E. "Howard Hunt, James W. McCord, 
Bernard L. Barker, Eugenio R. Martinez, Frank A. Sturgis and 
Virgilio R. Gonzales . 

Mr, Philip • Laco vara and Mr. Richard Ben-Veniste , 
counsel for -the . government. 

Mr.. -Sidney Sachs , counsel for Mr. Hunt. 

Mr. Bernard L. Fenstsrwald,- counsel for Mr. McCord. 

Mr. Daniel E. Shultz, counsel for Messrs. Barker, 
Martinez, StuTgis ana Gonzalez. 

THE COURT: Mr. Shultz -- 

MR. SHULTZ : Yes, Your Honor. 

THE COURT: As to the defendants whom you represent, 

do you waive their right to be present here today? 

MR. SHULTZ: Yes , I do , Your Honor. 

THE COURT: Mr. Shultz, I will hear you with reference 

to the motion filed by your clients to withdraw their pleas of 
guilty. I will allow you one half-hour and then I will allow 
the Government one half-hour to answer. 

MR. BEN-VENISTE: May I make a brief statement of 

facts? 

I THE COURT: Yes. 

MR. BEN-VENISTE: Your Honor, this is in connection 

with the motion made by the defendant Hunt and it relates to 
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evidence which has recently come into our possession from John 
j VJ. Dean III. As you knot*, Your Honor, Mr. Dean pleaded guilty 
| on October 19th before this Court and following that time we 
j had occasion to interview him from time to time but the 

J 

I ' ■ : 

[ developments- over the last few weeks inhibited us to some 

j extent from doing that as thoroughly as we would like. However. 

| . 

j last Friday, while v;e were in Court, members of our staff 
| interviewed Mr. Dean and questioned him with respect to the 
I contorts of Mr. Hunt’s safe. This was the first occasion on 
j which members of the Special Prosecution Force had the 
opportunity to question him about this matter. Mr. Dean related 
that at some time in late January. 1973, he discovered a file 
folder in his office containing the President's estate plan, 
two cloth-bound notebooks with cardboard covers and lined pages 
containing some handwriting. Dean at that time recalled that 
these had come from Howard Hunt's safe. Dean did not look at 
the contents and cannot recall^what nieht have been in them. i 
He assumed it related to the Ellsberg break-in. He shredded 
both notebooks in his shredder. 

At the same time he also discovered a pop-up address . 
book containing some names x*ith each page x-d out in ink. Dean 
threw this pop-up notebook into the waste basket at the time. 
These are facts, of course, which defense counsel should know 
about. We are apprising the Court of them at this time for 
that purpose. It is out belief that this does not alter our 
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On June 30, 1972 the President met with H. R. Haldeman and 


John Mitchell. A portion of their discussion related to the Water- 
gate break-in. 


Page 

46.1 Tape recording of a portion of a meeting among 
the President, H. R. Haldeman and John Mitchell 
on June 30, 1972 and House Judiciary Committee 
transcript thereof 514 
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HALDEMAN: 

MITCHELL: 

HALDEMAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

HALDEMAN: 

PRESIDENT: 


46.1 TRANSCRIPT OF JUNE 30 3 1972 MEETING ' (EXCERPTS) 

TRANSCRIPT PREPARED BY THE IMPEACHMENT INQUIRY 
STAFF FOR THE HOUSE JUDICIARY COMMITTEE OF 
EXCERPTS FROM A RECORDING OF A MEETING AMONG 
THE PRESIDENT AND H. R. HALDEMAN AND JOHN 
MITCHELL ON JUNE 30 , 1972 

Well, there maybe is another facet. The longer you wait 
the more risk each hour brings. You run the risk of 
more stuff, valid or invalid, surfacing on the Watergate 
caper — type of thing — 

You couldn T t possibly do it if you got into a — 

— the potential problem and then you are stuck — 

Yes, that T s the other thing, if something does come out, 
but we won T t — we hope nothing will. It may not. But 
there is always the risk. 

As of now there is no problem there. As, as of any moment 
in the future there is at least a potential problem. 

Well, I f d cut the loss fast. I f d cut it fast. If we’re 
going to do it I'd cut if fast. That’s my view, generally 
speaking. And I wouldn’t — and I don’t think, though, 
as a matter of fact, I don't think the story, if we, if 
you put it in human terms — I think the story is, you’re 
positive rather than negative, because as I said as I was 
preparing to answer for«*this press conference, I just wrote 
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MITCHELL : 

PRESIDENT: 
MITCHELL: 
HALDEMAN : 

PRESIDENT: 

HALDEMAN : 

PRESIDENT: 
HALDEMAN : 


46.1 TRANSCRIPT OF JUNE 30 , 1972 MEETING (EXCERPTS) 

- it out, as I usually do, one way — terribly sensitive 
[unintelligible]. A hell of a lot of people will like 
that answer. They would. And it T d make anybody else 
who asked any other question on it look like a selfish 
son-of-a-bitch , which I thoroughly intended them to 
look like. 

* * * 

[Unintelligible] Westchester Country Club with all the 
sympathy in the world. 

That f s great. That’s great. 

[Unintelligible] don’t let — 

You taking this route — people won’t expect you to — 
be a surprise. 

No — if it’s a surprise. Otherwise, you’re right. It 
will be tied right to Watergate. [Unintelligible ] tighten 
if you wait too long, till it simmers down. 

You can’t if other stuff develops on Watergate. The 
problem is, it’s always potentially the same thing. 

Well if it does, don’t just hard-line. 

[Unintelligible] That’s right. In other words, it’d 
be hard to hard-line Mitchell’s departure under — 

- 2 - 
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PRESIDENT: 


That's right. You can't do it. I just want it to be 
handled in a way Martha's not hurt. 


MITCHELL : 


Yeah, okay. 



47. On July 2, 1972 Fred Fielding, staff assistant to John Dean, 
flew to England, where Kathleen Chenow was vacationing, to bring Chenow 
back to Washington. On or about July 3, 1972 Chenow discussed her 
forthcoming FBI interview with Fielding and Plumbers Unit member David 
Young. Dean and Fielding were present when the FBI interviewed Chenow. 

Page 

47.1 John Dean testimony, 3 SSC 941 518 
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formed the general pattern that was followed with other mem- 
bers of the White House staff, that is I would discuss with the 
person before the interview what I throught the agents would 
be interested and then discuss that person’s area of knowledge. 

I had reviewed this procedure with Ehrlichman, who fully con- 
curred in the procedure. On several occasions, Mr. 'Fielding of 
my office also participated in preparing witnesses for their inter- 
views with the FBI. Contrary to some accounts that I sat in on 
some 14 to IS interviews at the White House, the only inter- 
views I recall sitting in on were Chapin’s, Miss Chenow’s, Col- 
son’s, Ehrlichman ’s, Miss Joan Hall’s, Strachan’s, Timmons’, 
and Young’s. Also I was present when Fielding, Kehrli, and I 
had a discussion with the FBI about the handling of the materials 
in Hunt’s safe. 

The only FBI interview that differed from the normal pattern 
was the interview of Miss Chenow. It was in late June that Miss 
Chenow’s former roommate notified David Young and I believe 
also Bud Krogh that the FBI had been to see her and requested 
to know where Miss Chenow was. The former roommate had said 
that the agents had asked about a telephone listed in Miss 
Chenow’s name. The roommate had informed the FBI that Miss 
Chenow w’as in London on vacation. David Young came to see 
Fielding and I and said that this girl could not know anything 
about the Watergate, but could cause the White House problems 
by inadvertently answering questions about the plumbers’ oper- 
ation, where she had been employed, and that the telephone had 
been listed in her name in connection with the plumbers’ oper- 
ation. Mr. Young was very concerned about Miss Chenow being 
caught off guard by an FBI agent. Accordingly, I notified Gray 
that we would make arrangements to have Miss Chenow available 
to the agents in Washington within a few days. 

r l discussed the problem, that Chenow could cause the White 
House problems, with Ehrlichman and suggested that someone 
bring her back from London for the interview and explain to 
her that she should not get into Hunt’s and Liddy’s activities 
while at the White House. Ehrlichman fully agreed and I called 
Fielding from Ehrlichman’s office and told him he should be on 
the next plane to London to get the girl. The two first-class round- 
trip tickets were paid for by the White House. There were two 
sets because Miss Chenow was provided transportation back to 
London. I informed Kehrli, who would not authorize such a trip 
on my word alone, that I had cleared this with Ehrlichman. I 
do not know if Kehrli himself checked with Ehrlichman or 
Haldeman. I believe it was on July 2 that Fielding left for London 
and returned with Miss Chenow the next day. He did have some 
problem because the address that had been given him was incor- 
rect. Fielding and Young briefed Miss Chenow when she came 
back before her interview’, and Fielding and I were present when 
the FBI interviewed her. 

I will now’ turn to my first meetings with Mr. Gray, beginning on 
page 66 regarding the investigation. 

Note. — Indented matter represents portions of Mr* Dean's prepared statement which 
were omitted or summarized In his presentation. 
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48. On July 5, 1972 at 5:54 p.m. Acting FBI Director Gray phoned 
Deputy CIA Director Walters and stated that, unless the CIA provided 
by the following morning a written rather than the verbal request to 
refrain from interviewing Manuel Ogarrio and Kenneth Dahlberg, the 
FBI would go forward with those interviews. At 10:05 a.m. on July 6, 

1972 Walters met with Gray and furnished Gray a memorandum indicating 
that the CIA had no interest in Ogarrio or Dahlberg. Gray then ordered 
that Ogarrio and Dahlberg be interviewed. At 10:51 a.m. Gray called 
Clark MacGregor, Campaign Director of CRP, who was with the President 
at San Clemente, California. Gray has testified that he asked MacGregor 
to tell the President that Gray and Walters were uneasy and concerned 
about the confusion during the past two weeks in determining whether 
the CIA had any interest in people whom the FBI wished to interview 
in connection with the Watergate investigation. Gray also has testified 
that he asked MacGregor to tell the President that Gray felt that people 
on the White House staff were careless and indifferent in their use of 
the CIA and FBI, that this activity was injurious to the CIA and the 
FBI, and that these White House staff people were wounding the President. 
MacGregor has denied both receiving this call and the substance of it as 
related by Gray, but has testified to receiving a call from Gray on 
another subject the previous evening or possibly that morning. (By 
letter of July 25, 1973 to Archibald Cox, J. Fred Buzhardt stated that 
the President's logs do not show any conversations or meetings between 
the President and Clark MacGregor on July 6, 1972. The President's 
log for that date shows meetings between the President and MacGregor 
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from 10:40 a.m. to 12:12 p.m. , Pacific time.) At 11:28 a.m. the President 
telephoned Gray. Gray told the President that he and Walters felt that 
people on the President's staff were trying to mortally wound the Presi- 
dent by using the CIA and the FBI. The President responded by instructing 
Gray to continue to press ahead with the investigation. 
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the conflicts to date in CIA interest or not, and the compartmentaliza- 
tion alleged to exist in CIA. 

Mr. Dean called at 2 :40 p.m. and I merely told him that I was in a 
meeting and that I would return his call. 

In this meeting I stated that I was not going to hold off any longer 
on this phase of our investigation at the request of anyone unless I 
received from CIA a written request not to interview Mr. Ogarrio 
and Mr. Dahlberg. 

I returned Mr. Dean’s call at 3 :59 p.m., and he called me again at 
4 :14 p.m. I believe it quite likely that in one of these phone calls I told 
Mr. Dean that the FBI was going to interview Ogarrio and Dahlberg 
unless we had a writing from the CIA requesting that we not do so. 

On Wednesday, July 5, at 5 :54 p.m., I telephoned General Walters. 
My contemporaneous notes of this call read as follows : 

i — o — 1 2 Wed — o io*> p. 

TCT General Walters. 


(Dicfe Walters) 

1. I will need a request in writing rather than the verbal request to refrain 
from interviewing Ogarrio and Dahlberg because of CIA interest. 

2. Position of developing investigation indicates there is CIA involvement in 
that some of these men have been used by CIA in part and them is indication 
some are currently being used ; there is the dollar chain either CIA or political ; 
I do not want to uncover and surface a CIA national security operation in pur- 
suing these leads, but I must for the record have in writing from CIA a request 
to refrain on the basis of national security matters or I must proceed. 

3. He stated that he would respond not later than 10 a.m., tomorrow. 

4. I said that I would order the interviews if I did not have the writings 
by 10 a.m. 


At the bott om of this telephone memorandum I have written “gave 
above info to JWD, WMF, CWB, from 6 p -to 6 :10 p.,” and those men 
are Messrs. Dean, Felt, and Bates. 

At this point I would like to comment on General Walters’ memo- 
randum of this phone call which I believe is in evidence before this 
committee. 

With respect to General Walters’ statement that I told him that 
“the pressures” on me “to continue the investigation was great,” I am 
quite certain that I did not so express myself. It is entirely possible, 
however, that on the limited question of the alleged impact of the 
investigation on CIA/national security matters, the only topic Gen- 
eral Walters and I were discussing, I may have expressed the thought 
that the leads to Messrs. Ogarrio and Dahlberg were clear and that 
their interviews were a necessity which only the clearest expression of 
national security interest should prevent and that the FBI, for the 
sake of its own integrity, would refrain from conducting the inter- 
views only if we received such a written request from the CIA. 

With respect to General Walters’ statement that “he [Gray] had 
talked to John Dean,” while I have no specific recollection of telling 
General Walters that I had talked to John Dean, it is entirely likely 
that I did tell General Walters that I had informed Mr. Dean that 
the FBI was going to interview Messrs. Ogarrio and Dahlberg unless 
we had a writing from the CIA requesting that we not do so. 
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On Thursday, July 6, 1972, 1 met with General Walters in my office. 

I remember that he delivered to me the writing that I requested and I 
remember that it indicated the CIA had no interest in Ogarrio or 
Dahlberg. After reading the document, I concluded that there was no 
reason for us to not interview Messrs. Ogarrio and Dahlberg. When 
General Walters departed my office at about 10:25 a.m. or 10:30 a.m., 

I ordered the interviews of Ogarrio and Dahlberg immediately. 

My recollection of the conversation with General Walters at this 
meeting differs with his in several respects. 

My principal recollection is his preoccupation with the fact that he 
was unable to give me a writing stating that there was a 01 A interest 
in Ogarrio and Dahlberg and his telling me that he would resign if he 
were asked or directed to give me such a writing. He reported this 
thought to me several times during our conversation. 

I recall that General Walters indicated a feeling of irritation and 
resentment at the extent to which White House aides had involved 
themselves in the question of CIA interest but I do not recall his giving 
me any details and I have absolutely no recollection of his disclosing 
to me that he had been instructed to bring a false report to me. I asked 
for no details. 

I, too, was concerned and disturbed at the contradictory reports I 
had been receiving from Director Helms, Mr. Dean, and General Wal- 
ters with respect to CIA interest and at the abrupt cancellation by 
Mr. Ehrlichman of the meeting I had scheduled with Director Helms 
and General Walters on June 28. I undoubtedly so expressed myself 
to General Walters. 

My recollection is that he and I then engaged in a general discussion 
of the credibility and position of our respective institutions in our 
society and of the need to insure that this was maintained. Toward the 
end of the conversation, I recall most vividly that General Walters 

L leaned back in the red overstuffed leather chair in which he was sitt ing, 
put his hands behind his head and said that he had come into an inher- 
itance and was not concerned about his pension, and was not going to 
let t; these kids” kick him around any more. 

We stood up together as he prepared to leave. I cannot recall which 
one of us suggested that we ought to call the President to tell him of 
this confusion and uncertainty that had been encountered in determin- 
ing CIA interest or no CIA interest I believe it was General Walters 
who suggested it first, because I can firmly recall saying to him, “Dick, 
you should call the President, you know him better than I.” I believe 
he said, “No, I think you should because these are persons that FBI 
wishes to interview.” We did not settle on who, if anyone, would make 
such a call and General Walters left. 

At this point I would like to comment on some aspects of General 
Walters* memorandum of our meeting of July 6. 

(a) With respect to General Walters’ assertion in paragraph 1 that 
“in all honesty I — Walters — could not tell him to cease future investi- 
gations on the grounds that it would compromise the security interests 
of the United States. Even less so could I write him a letter to this 
effect.” 

We did not at any time discuss a curtailment of the entire investiga- 
tion. In our telephone conversation on July 5 I had asked him specifi- 
cally about Messrs. Ogarrio and Dahlberg and had said to him that in 
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General Walters. I think so, but I would just like to state Agency 
involvement could not be hidden because the Cubans could not be 
sustained. I should have corrected Mr. Dean at this point and said 
this was not what I was meaning. I was advancing a theory, but I 
did not correct him. 

Mr. Dash. You have read your memorandum and I have an exact 
copy of the memorandum here. I would like to show it to you — dated 
June 29 covering your meeting with Mr. Dean on June 28 — and ask 
you to look at it and indicate if this is a copy. 

General Walters. Yes, it is. 

Mr. Dash. Mr. Chairman, may I have this memorandum marked 
as an exhibit and received in evidence ? 

Senator Ervin. It will be appropriately numbered as an exhibit 
and received in evidence as such. 

[The document referred to was marked exhibit No. 132.*] 

Mr. Dash. Did you receive, General Walters, a call from Mr. Gray 
on July 5? 

General Walters. Yes. 

Mr. Dash. 1972? 

General Walters. Yes, Mr. Dash, I did. At 5 :50 in the evening. 

Mr. Dash. Could you tell us briefly what that call was about? 

r General Walters. I believe that Mr. Gray said to me at this point 
that the pressures were mounting to continue the investigation and 
that unless he received a written letter from Mr. Helms or from me 
to the effect that the further pursuit of this investigation in Mexico 
would uncover CIA assets or activities he would have to go ahead with 
the investigation. I did not wish to discuss this with Mr. Gray over the 
telephone. I told him I would come down and see him the first thing the 
next morning. This was at the end of the business day. It was at 5 :50 
in the evening. 

Mr. Dash. Did you go down the next morning and see him ? 

General Walters. Yes, I did. 

Mr. Dash. Would you briefly tell the committee what the nature of 
your conversation was with Mr. Gray at that time? 

General Walters. I told Mr. Gray right at the outset that I could 
not tell him and even less could I give him a letter saying that the pur- 
suit of the FBI ? s investigation would in any way jeopardize CIA 
activities in Mexico. I told him I had to be quite frank with him. I re- 
counted the meeting with Mr. Haldeman, Mr. Ehrlichman. I told him 
that I had seen Mr. Dean on three occasions, that I had told Mr. Gray 
what Mr. Dean had told me. Mr. Gray seemed quite disturbed by this, 
and we both agreed that we could not allow our agencies to be used in 
a way that would be detrimental to their integrity. 

Since I am discussing what someone else said I would like to refer 
here to my memorandum. Now this memorandum, unlike the others was 
written, I believe, on the same day that I sa w Mr. Gray. 

Mr. Dash. Yes, would you refer to your memorandum and read 
what you want from it? 

General Walters. I think basically this was it, I said I could not 
give him a letter to this effect. I could not tell him this and I could not 
give him a letter to the effect that further investigation would com- 
promise assets of the CIA. He said he understood this. He himself had 
told Ehrlichman and Haldeman that he could not possibly suppress 
the investigation in the matter; even within the FBI there were leaks. 

♦See p. 3S19. 
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He had called in the components of his field office and chewed them 
out for these leaks. I said the only basis on which he and I could deal 
was absolute frankness and I wished to recount my involvement in 
the case. I told him of a meeting’ at the White House with Mr. Helms. 

I did not mention Haldeman or Ehrlichman’s name. I told him that 
I had been directed to tell him that the investigation of this case 
further in Mexico could compromise some CIA. activities. Subse- 
quently, I had seen Mr. Dean, the White House counsel, and told 
him that whatever the current unpleasant implications of the Water- 
gate were that to implicate the Agency would not serve the President, 
would enormously increase the risk to the President. I had a long 
association with the President, and was desirous as anyone of protect- 
ing him. I did not believe that a letter from the Agency asking the 
FBI to lay off this investigation on the spurious grounds that it would 
uncover covert operations would serve the President. 

Such a letter in the current atmosphere of Washington would 
become known and could be frankly electorally mortal. I said quite 
frankly, I would write such a letter only on direction from the Presi- 
dent and only after explaining to him how dangerous I thought his 
action would be to him, and if I were really pushed on this matter 
I would be prepared to resign. Mr. Gray thanked me for my frankness. 

He said he could not suppress this investigation within the FBI. He 
had told Mr. Kleindienst this, he had told Mr. Ehrlichman and Mr. 
Haldeman that he would prefer to resign, but that his resignation 
would raise many questions. It would be detrimental to the President’s 
interest. He did not see why he or I should jeopardize the integrity 
of our organization to protect some middle-level White House figure 
who had acted imprudently. He was prepared to let this go to Ehrlich- 
man, to Haldeman, or to Mitchell. He felt it was important that the 
President should be protected from his would-be protectors. He had 
explained to Dean as well as to Haldeman and Ehrlichman; he had 
explained this. 

Finally, I said that if I were directed to write a letter to him saying 
the future investigation of this case would jeopardize the security of 
the United States in covert operations of the Agency I would ask to 
see the President and explain to him the disservice I thought this 
would do to his interest. The potential danger to the President of such 
a course far outweighed any protective aspects it might have for other 
figures in the White House and I was quite prepared to resign on this 

L issue. Mr. Gray said this was a very awkward matter for this to come 
up at the outset of our tenure, he looked forward to good relations 
between our two agencies, thanked me for my frankness and that 
was it. 

Mr. Dash. I would like to show you a copy we have of your memo- 
randum of July 6, covering your meeting on July 6 and ask you if this 
appears to be a correct copy. 

General Walters. Yes ; it does. 

Mr. Dash. Mr. Chairman, may we have this exhibit marked and 
received in evidence. 

Senator Ervix. This memorandum was previously marked as ex- 
hibit No. 97* and is already part of the record. 

*See Book 7, p. 2913. 
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Exhibit No. 97 

6 Jul y 1972 


MEMORANDUM FOR RECORD 


At 100$ on 6 July 1 saw Acting FBI Director L. Patrick Gray at his 
office. We were alone during our conversation. I handed him the 
Memorandum which is attached and said that it covered the entire 
relationship between the Watergate suspects and the Agency. In all 
honesty I could not tell him to cease future investigations on the 
grounds that it would compromise the security interests of the U.S. 

Even less so could I write him a letter to this effect. He said that he 
folly understood this. He himself had told Ehrlichman and Haldemaa 
that he could not possibly suppress the investigation of this matter. 

Even within the FBI there were leaks. He had called in the components 
of his Field Office in Washington and "chewed them out" on this case 
because information had leaked into the press concerning the Watergate 
Case which only they had. 

1 said that the only basis on which he and I could deal was absolute 
frankness and I wished to recount my involvement in this case. 1 said 
that 1 had been called to the White House with Director Helms and had 
seen two senior staff assistants. (1 specifically did not name Haldemaa 
and Ehrlichman. ) I said that we had been told that if this case were 
investigated further, it would lead. to some awkward places, and 1 had 
been directed (the implication being that the President had directed 
this although it was not specifically stated) to go to Acting Director Gray 
and tell him that if this investigation were pursued further, it could uncover 
some ongoing covert operations of the Agency. 1 had done this. 
Subsequently, I had seen Mr. Dean, the White House Counsel, and told 
him that whatever the current unpleasant implications of the Watergate 
Case we re, that to implicate the Agency would not serve the President 
but would enormously increase the risk to the President. 1 had a long 
association with the President and was as desirous as anyone of 
protecting him. 1 did not believe that a letter from the Agency asking 
the FBI to lay off this investigation on the spurious grounds that it 
would uncover covert operations would serve the President. Such a 
letter in the current atmosphere of Washington would become known 
prior to election day and what was now a minor wound could become a 
mortal wound. 1 said quite frankly that I would write such a letter 
only on direction from the President and only after explaining to him 
how dangerous I thought such an action would be to him and that, if I 
were really pushed on this matter, 1 would be prepared to resign. 


( 528 ) 


48. 5 VERNON WALTERS MEMORANDUM, JULY 6, 1972, SSC EXHIBIT NO. 97 
7SSC 2913-14 


2914 


Gray thanked me for my frankness and said that this opened the 
way for fruitful cooperation between us. He would be frank with me 
too. He could not suppress this investigation within the FBI. He 
had told Kleindienst this. He had told Ehrlichman and Haldexnan 
that he would prefer to resign, but his resignation would raise many 
questions that would be detrimental to the President's interests. He 
did not see why he or I should jeopardize the integrity of our 
organizations to protect some middle -level White House figure who 
had acted imprudently. He was prepared to let this go to Ehrlichman, 
to Haldeman, or to Mitchell for that matter. He felt it important 
that the President should be protected from his would-be protectors. 
He had explained this to Dean as well as to Haldeman and Ehrlichman. 
He said he was anxious not to talk to Mitchell because he was afraid 
that at his confirmation hearings he would be asked whether he had 
talked to Mitchell about the Watergate Case and he wished to be in a 
position to reply negatively. He said he would like to talk to the 
President about it but he feared that a request from him to see the 
President would be misinterpreted by the media. I said that if I were, 
directed to write a letter to him saying that future investigation of 
this case would jeopardize the security of the U.S. and covert opera- 
tions of the Agency, I would ask to see the President and explain to 
him £he disservice I thought this would do to his interests. The 
potential danger to the President of such a course far outweighed 
any protective aspects it might have for other figures in the White 
House and I was quite prepared to resign myself on this issue. 

Gray said he understood this fully and hoped I would stick to my guns. 
I assured him I would. 

_Gray then said that though this was an awkward question, our 
mutual frankness had created a basis for a new and happy relation- 
ship between our two Agencies. I said the Memorandum 1 had given 
him described in detail the exact measure of Agency involvement or 
non -involvement in this case, including information on Dahlberg and 
Daguerre. 

He thanked me again for my frankness and confidence and 
repeated that he did not believe that he could sit on this matter and 
that the facts would come out eventually. He walked me to the door. 


Vernon A. Walters 
Lieutenant General, USA 

2 
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Exhibit No. 142 


6 July 1972 


MEMORANDUM FOR: The Acting Director 

Federal Bureau of Investigation 


Air. * n .1 

Mr. Rrs* -i_ _ | 

Mr. * 

Mr. j 

Mr. MrtL?r. K I 
Mr. CaHsHan- j 
Mr. Cs»jwr. — ... > 

Mr. Cpnra l i 

Mr. ... .... 

Mr. Clcvc'cnrl j 

Mr. IVnc.T — | 

Hr. Bum — 

Mr. IV^fcnrt 

Mr. Wei Un 

Mr. S vz»» 

! Tdt P‘ao . — . — 


SUBJECT : Information Frovided the Federal Bureau ' 

of Investigation Regarding the Watergate 
Incident 


1. As a result of our conversation of S July, I would 
like to summarize the information which has been provided to 
you by the Agency in memorandum form (attention Mr. Arnold 
Parham) since the first scries of memoranda on the subject 
beginning 20 June. 

2. On 20 June separate memorandums were sent to you 
concerning Messrs. Frank Anthony Sturgis, Eugenio Rolando 
Martinez Carcaga, Bernard L. Barker and Virgil io Gonzales. 

The papers detailed available information on the subjects. 

We said that Mr. Frank Anthony Sturgis had never been re- 
cruited by the Agency, that he was a soldier of fortune but 
that he had been associated with an Agency contact, Mr. 

Eugenio Rolando Martinez Carcaga, since the early sixties. 
"Their relationship was built on a mutual interest in Cuban 
exile activities. Mr. Martinez was recrui ted v in January 1961 
and has performed a variety of tasks for the Agency on Cuban 
matters up until June of this year. He has been on a $100.00 
a month retainer . since 1969. Mr* Martinez is a business 
associate of Mr. Bernard Barker in a real estate firm in Miami. 
Mr. Barker was a regular contact of* the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation in Cuba when turned over to the Agency in raid- 
1959. He was used as a source of information in Cuba until 
evacuated in early 1960. He was hired by the Agency in 1960 
for work among exile groups and was terminated by the Agency 

on 31 July 1966. No Agency contact has been maintained with 
him since that date. A thorough investigation of our files 
at Headquarters and by OU7* Station in Miami has failed to' 
turn up any information regarding Mr. Gonzales* connection 
with any Agency personnel or Agency-sponsored activities. 


iVARjVEG n o hoe 


?£)£!•?! FSCM GE*t«l‘KCU$SIrlCir.3S 3GK&LE 

sensitive souse*. 

orn::*;? 

:o? £. a. WAl kUKZ 

AMD METHODS KVOIYE 9__ 

(2). (3) or (4) (drat we v ar.z) 
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5. In two nc mo run da on 21 Juno 'wo in Co mod you of our 
relationship with the * Conn an/ and the 

.Corporation. The utilisation of 
Company dates had; to June' 1 0 u 3 . Mr. has 

provided certain sensitive cover support overseas for Agency 
employees « In addition. Mr . V;i£ involved in the 

formation of the Cuban Eroedon Coma it tea -- ar. activity 
terminated several years ago. As of 1 May 1970 Mr. Hveretto 
Howard Hunt, who had just retired from the Agency p became a 
legitimate enployee of Mr. Mvillee. In July 1971 Mr. Hunt 
in form eel the Agency he had been assigned to the Khitc House 
Staff but continued to dovote part of his time to tna 
Company. Tho Corporation is a client of tho 

Company. is providing certain cover 

support to two Agoncy assets overseas. Over the years sixteen 
officials of nave been cleared on certain aspects 

of our interests. iiiey have not been informed of our use of 
the Company. Also on 21 June, in response? to 

a verbal request of 20 June, we informed you that a check of our 
ro cords disclosed no record of Agency involvement with the 
Association of National Advertisers or tho words '* "• 

4. In a separate memorandum on 21 Jane mg advised you 
that -a ^review of the duties and assignments of Mr. James 
McCord providod no indication that ho was involved in Cuban 
Matters and that he was not assigned to the Bay of Figs 
operation. \\c stated, -however,’ that he might have developed 
personal acquaintances which are not recorded in official 
personnel and security records. He have no information 
regarding Mr. McCord's activities with Cuban exiles sinco his 
retirement, be indicated in the sane ncoorandun that as an 
Agency employee, Mr. Hunt was involved in operational activities 
relating to Latin American countries and was known to have had 
some tics to Mr. Barker. In a separate memornndua of 27 Jtme 
regarding Mr. hunt, we informed you about the issuance of tho 
alias, Eduard V. Hamilton, to ?;r. Hunt on JO September I960* 

This alias was subsequently used by Mr. Hunt for several 
drivers licenses* be provided additional information on 
this subject in a memorandum of 5 July and also reported .that 
there is no information in our files to the effect that Mr* 

Hunt v/as issued a Social Security Card or Insurance Policy 
boaring tho noua Edvard J v or Eduard Joseph Hamilton* 
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5» Further, n ncr-.orsnduja was sent to you on 27 Juno 
regn r<linc peripheral Agency contact with an cx-cnployec 
of Mr. Janes McCord, o;io .Mr. . 

.Mr. was used by this Agency as translator durin? the 

poriovl June 106 9 to June 1971. He has had no affiliation 
with the Agency since that tirue other than a personal 
relationship wit!; a current Agency employee, One additional 
neaoraudun was provided you on S July regard in" a Mr. 

who worked for the Agency ns a Contract Eaployec 
iron January 1965 until his retirement on 9 August 1071. Cur 
Office of Personnel referred Mr, to McCord Associates 

for cuploynont upon re tirement . He subsisted a fornal 
application but decided to accept employment elsewhere* 

6. In addition to the above cited ncsoranda and several 
lesser items of infernation provided telcphonically to Mr. 
Arnold -L. Parham of your Alexandria office, the Director of 
Central Intelligence infonued you orally on 27 June regarding 
information available to us on Mr. Manuel Cgarrio Daguerre, a 
Mexican, national who has offices located in the sane building 
as the Danco Intcrnacional of Mexico City. In short, Mr. 

Manuel Ogarrio Daguerre has not had any operational contacts 
with this Agency. On 23 Juao the Director of Central 
Intelligence also informed you orally regarding our information 
concerning Mr. Kenneth Harry Dahl berg . The last recorded 
contact of tho Agency with Mr. Dahlbcrg was In May 1961* 

7. Our Office of Security is in frequent contact with 
iftordocrs of your staff in connection v/ich the investigations 
you aro conducting. The above information is for your uso 
only and should not bo disscainatod outsido your Buroau* 


Vo r non A . ‘ Walters 
, Lioutonant General U.S.A, 
Acting Director 
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Mr. Liebengood. In retrospect, would it be your political opinion 
that a coverup was a prerequisite to the reelection of the President? 
In other words, do you feel now that the President’s candidacy could 
have withstood an early disclosure by, perhaps, Mr. Magruder, Mr. 
Dean, or Mr. Mitchell? 

Mr. MacGregor. Had there been, in the week following the appre- 
hension of the burglars, a disclosure of the facts that have been brought 
out by this committee, it would, in my opinion, have been temporarily 
but severely damaging to the President’s reelection campaign. Instead 
of a 17- to 25-point margin over Senator McGovern in mid-July, my 
guess is that that margin would have shrunk to perhaps five points. 
It is my opinion that by the time of the election, in light of other events 
that transpired, we would have been no worse off, votewise, than we 
were. 

But the important thing is that the President’s hopes and dreams 
that he outlined to me in his office late on the afternoon of June 30 
that he hoped to accomplish in his second term, as the country looked 
forward to its 200th anniversary, would not have been So severely 
damaged as they have been now. 

Mr. Liebexgood. Thank you, Mr. MacGregor. I have no further 
questions. 

__ Senator Ervin. Senator Weicker. 

Senator Weicker. Mr. MacGregor, let us get into the subject of the 
Pat Gray phone call of July 6. I wonder if you would give to this 
committee your version of that particular event. 

Mr. MacGregor. To my best recollection, the call was made early 
in the morning of July 6 at Washington; was received by me at the 
Newporter Inn at Newport Beach, Calif., shortly before 11 p.m., 
California time, July 5. I have been asked, could I be mistaken in 
my recollection that the call came in just before my wife and I 
retired and could it have been shortly after we woke up the next 
morning? I suppose it is possible that my recollection is incorrect. 
But it is my recollection, Senator, that the call did come to me in 
the motel room or suite that my wife and I were occupying at the 
Newporter Inn just before we retired on the evening of July 5. 

' In any event, the call that Mr. Gray made to me was no different 
from the calls that I had been receiving at the rate of 50 or 60 or 70 
a day during the preceding 5 days from people whom I knew, even 
those whom I knew slightly, who were kind enough to call and say, 
“Congratulations,” and offer opinions and make recommendations 
about the campaign. 

My recollection is that Mr. Gray did, very graciously, compliment 
me on my being appointed director and that he indicated to me 
that he was concerned about the impact on the campaign of the 
Watergate matter. 

I told him I shared his concern. It is my recollection that he said 
it is a serious matter, and I said, “As a lawyer, Pat, I recognize that 
it is a serious matter. Breaking and entering is a felony and felonies 
are indeed serious matters.” 

He said, as I recall, that it will damage the President in the 
campaign. 

I said, “Yes, it will.” 

Then he said, “It will damage him more seriously than you realize.” 


35-780 0 - 74 - 35 
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And it is my recollection that at that time, I indicated to him: 

“Yes; I know it will damage him. It damaged him in the first press 
conference I held earlier today in Washington,” before iny wife and 
I flew to southern California at the President’s request. But I said to 
him: “Pat, I will be back in my home in Washington tomorrow eve- 
ning, because my wife aud I are coming back on the nonstaff after- 
noon flight from Los Angeles to Dulles; we will be at home tomorrow 
evening; I will be in my office on Friday morning.” 

It is my recollection, Senator, that lie spoke exclusively pertaining 
to Watergate, as to the campaign, and the extent to which it would 
hurt the campaign. It is not my recollection that he talked in any 
sense about “wound.” If he had used the word “wound” to me, it 
seems to me that that word would stick in my mind and I would 
ask him to explain it. 

He did not, to my recollection, mention the CIA to me. He did 
not mention the FBI. He did not .mention General Walters, Dick 
Helms, John Ehrlichman, John Dean, or'Bob Haldeman. He did indi- 
cate great concern. There was agitation in his voice. He repeated 
himself. And that is the substance of my recollection. I frankly 
expected to hear more from him when we returned to Washington 
the next night. We did not do so. 

Senator Weicker. Did he ask you to convey his thoughts to the 
President ? 

Mr. MacGregor. No; not according to my recollection. In any 
event, I did not do so. There was nothing about the content of his 
call to me; there was nothing unusual at all, except for the hour. 

It was similar to a great many other calls that I was receiving from 
people in Government, from Governors, Senators, Congressmen, 
national committeemen, committeewomen, and State chairmen. He 
may have had some complaints about White House aides. There would 
not have been anything unusual about that. In my position as coun- 
selor to the President for congressional relations, I got daily com- 
plaints about White House aides. Jmf he may have made some 
complaints to me about White House aides of a general nature. 

But he did not request me to call the President — did not request 
me to speak to the President. I did not call the President: I did not 
speak to the President about this. I guess my testimony is about that. 

Senator Weicker. That is what I would like to get into. Let us 
assume for the minute that your recollection is correct; that it was 
very late on the evening of the 5th when you received the call. Would 
you normally expect the Director of the FBI to call up the Republican 
campaign director in the wee hours of the morning — or the late 
evening? 

Mr. MacGregor. No. 

Senator Weicker. Would that not raise a question in your mind 
as to why such a call came through then? Let us assume the time 
factor that you set forth. 

Mr. MacGregor. It did. But I expected when I next heard from 
him, I would learn more about that. 

Senator Weicker. Did you have any other communication at all 
with Pat Gray during the course of the campaign in this sense of the 
word, aside from the normal occurrences of meeting ? 
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Mr. MacGregor. No, Senator; I had no further conversations or 
contacts with Mr. Gray. 

Senator Weicker. Now, I wonder if you would comment on the 
report issued by the House Armed Services Committee on October 
23 of this year. I am referring to page 21. In the committee report, 
it states that Mr. Ehrlichman’s testimony indicates that the Presi- 
dent called Mr. Gray at the “strong urging” of Mr. MacGregor because 
of Mr. Gray’s concern over the FBI role in the Watergate investiga- 
tion, and after the call the President had a “lingering doubt” that 
there was some CIA “exposure,” despite assurances to the contrary. 
Yet, in his May 22, 1973, public Watergate statement, the President 
said, and I now quote the President’s May 22 statement : 

On July 6, 1972, 1 telephoned the Acting Director of the FBI, L. Patrick Gray, 
to congratulate him on the successful handling of a lii-jacking of a Pacific South- 
west Airlines plane the previous day. During the conversation, Mr. Gray dis- 
cussed with me the progress of the Watergate investigation. 

The committee report then continues : 

Mr. Ehrlichman’s testimony in that regard is pertinent. 

I am now quoting from that testimony : 

Mr. Nedzi. But the call was prompted by MacGregor’s request? 

Mr. Ehruchman. By MacGregor’s conveying a request from Gray to the 
President. 

Mr. Nedzi. Or a call ? 

Mr. Ehrlichman. Yes. 

Mr. Nedzi. Are you acquainted with the President’s statement which he made 
on May 22? 

Mr. Ehrlich man. I have read it, yes. 

Mr. Nedzi, Does his account square completely with your account of that 
conversation? 

Mr. Ehrlich man. I do not believe it does. 

Mr. Nedzi. I did not th ink it did. I was just wondering whether you recognized 
that fact. 

Mr. Ehrlichman. I do. I think the drafter of that statement did not have 
the advantage I had of my verbatim notes of the conversations — I say verbatim — 
I take substantially verbatim notes of my conversations with the President. 

Now, in light of what is Mr. Gray’s recollection in his testimony 
before this committee of having called you and having given sub- 
stantially the same facts which — albeit there might be words left 
out, but certainly the import of his message — in light of his testi- 
mony before this committee and in light of Mr. Ehrlichman’s testi- 
mony before the House Armed Services Committee, are you absolutely 
certain that you in no wise were in contract either with the President 
or possibly the President’s staff relative to this particular matter ? 

Mr. MacGregor. Yes. And may I say, Senator,^ that as a lawyer 
listening to your reading of the transcript of hearings before a con- 
gressional committee, I am impressed once again with the wisdom 
and the importance of the ban on hearsay evidence, because one is* or 
would be in a court of law, at the mercy of someone who said, “Jack 
told me that Bill said this,” or “Jack told me that Harry did this.” 
Once again, we undei-stand the wisdom of our sytsem of justice in 
which we ban hearsay testimony as credible evidence. 

Might I say also, because I think it is important, Mr. Chairman 
and the members of this committee, I have been advised that the 
records of this committee show that there was no telephone call from 
Clark MacGregor to President Nixon on the morning of July 6, 1972. 
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I am further advised, and I believe you didn't go into this question 
with Mr. Butterfield, that those records of incoming calls to the Presi- 
dent and outgoing calls from the President are rigidly accurate. 

I think it would be of interest to this committee to know that 3 
weeks ago today, the President of the United States said, “Clark, 
you did not mention the Pat Gray matter to me on July 6.” 

Senator Weicker. Well, what was the nature of that conversa- 
tion? Why would this come across in a conversation between you 
and the President ? 

Mr. MacGregor. I was, along with others, attending a Presidential 
conference on export trade expansion at the White House on Octo- 
ber 11. That program was put together primarily by Secretary of 
Commerce Fred Dent, with the assistance of Secretary of the Treasury 
George Schultz, and other officials of the Government. The Presi- 
dent concluded that all-afternoon conference, which was dedicated 
to ways in which the Government and business could promote trade 
and thus produce more jobs. The President concluded the confer- 
ence and then he held a receiving line. He asked people to go through 
the receiving line. 

I did; and while going through the receiving line, he told me that 
T have just testified to. 

Senator Weicker. You mean in going through a receiving line — the 
President of the United States turns to you while you are going 
through a receiving line and says, “Clark, I didn’t talk to you on July 
6.” Is that the nature of the conversation ? 

Mr. MacGregor. Apparently, someone had brought to his atten- 
tion — not I — but someone had brought to his attention theEhrlic li- 
man assertions or the Gray assertions. I don’t know what led to this, 
Senator. But the President assured me that my recollection was cor- 
rect and squared with his. 

Senator Weicker. Well, how long was this conversation with the 
President ? 

Mr. MacGregor. What conversation with the President? 

Senator Weicker. The conversation with the President in the receiv- 
ing line. What was the date of that, again ? 

Mr. MacGregor. Between 1 or 2 minutes on October 11:3 weeks ago 
today in the late afternoon — covered by the press. I don’t think the 
press overheard the President talking to me, but if you are questioning 
my veracity. Senator 

Senator Weicker. No, I am not questioning it at all. I am trying to 
get the facts. Mr. MacGregor. 

Mr. MacGregor. I am giving you the facts, Senator. 

Senator Weicker. I appreciate that and want you to go ahead and 
continue to answer the question. 

On October 11, some 2 or 3 months, I guess, after the testimony given 
before this committee by Mr, Gray, the President, on his initiative, 
merely made the statement to you that he did not call you on July 6. 

Mr. MacGregor. I am not privy to what led the President to intro- 
duce that subject and I don’t think it would be helpful for me to 
speculate as to wire he did. 

Senator Weicker. T understand that. All I am tying to do is get 
the gist of this 1- or 2-minute conversation, which T think both of us 
will agree is not hearsay evidence, as you have complained about to this 
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committee already — we will get back to that — what the gist of that 
conversation was and who raised the subject ? 

Mr. MacGregor. Do you wish me to repeat what I said ? 

Senator Weicker. I would. 

Mr. MacGregor. I cairt be any more explicit. 

Senator Weicker. To say, “I did not talk to you on July 6” — that 
is neither a conversation nor is it of 2 minutes 5 duration. Was there 
anything further in that convention? 

Mr. MacGregor. Oh, yes; the President asked about my health and 
about my wife and children. I did the same to him. I told him I thought 
it had been an excellent conference; that his Cabinet officers and sub- 
Cabinet officei-s and Ambassador Eberle had done an excellent job. 
and there was give and take. 

Senator Weicker. But that was the only mention made either by 
you or by him as to the conversation of July 6, just the simple state- 
ment by the President, “I did not talk to you on July (>. 55 

Mr. MacGregor. I am sure I responded that I had been advised by 
the legal staff that the Presidential telephone records confirmed his 
recollection and mine. I think that was my response. 

May I say, Senator, I have never called the President of the United 
States after 10 :30 at night or before 6 :30 in the morning. The nature 
of my work for the President is counselor to the President for con- 
gressional relations. The nature of my job from July 3 onward through 
the election was that there was no emergency that ever justified my 
calling the President at an unusual hour. 

Senator Weicker. Well, of course, that is not exactly so, Mr. Mac- 
Gregor. Can you remember when you talked to the President on 
June 29, just prior to accepting the job of heading up the Committee 
To Re-Elect the President? 

Mr. MacGregor. He called me. My statement was I have never 
called the President after 10 :30 at night. 

Senator Weicker. What time did you talk to him on June 29? 

Mr. MacGregor. It was within a matter of a half hour after the 
conclusion of his television remarks that night. I think it was hi the 
neighborhood of 11 p.m. He telephoned me. 

Senator Weicicer. Well, that is another subject for later on. 

Now, in Mr. Grays testimony, just so we can very carefully define 
your definition of “hearsay, 55 are yon indicating to me, then, that the 
testimony before this committee by Pat Gray relative to his conver- 
sation with you is hearsay ? 

Mr. MacGregor. No; quite obviously. Senator, I am referring to 
John Ehrlichman’s testimony before the House committee, as I indi- 
cated. 

Senator Weicker. If the testimony is as I have indicated to you and 
as appears in the record of the House hearings, would you say, then, 
that Mr. Ehrlichman perjured himself? 

Mr. MacGregor. It is not for me to pass judgment on any criminal 
conduct. You and I both know that there is a presumption of innocence 
until proof of guilt and there is a panoply of procedures that must take 
place before someone — maybe the judge 

Senator Weicker. What you are saying, then, is that the testimony 
given by Mr. Ehrlichman at those House hearings does not square 
with your testimony. 
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Mr. MacGregor. No; it is my experience as a trial lawyer for about 
8 years that judges customarily give to jurists an instruction that 
goes along the lines of the following: “Ladies and gentlemen of the 
jury, don’t assume that every difference in testimony means that some- 
body is lying.” 

People have different recollections. People see and remember differ- 
ent things. The assumption that a discrepancy in testimony auto- 
matically means that somebody is lying is an assumption, thank good- 
ness, which is not at all consistent with our administration of justice 
in America. 

Senator Weicker. I understand that, but all I am saying is that the 
testimony that I have read to you states very simply that Mr. Ehrlich- 
man says that you conveyed a request from Gray to the President and 
you say you did not. 

Is that correct ? 

Mr. MacGregor. It appears to be correct.. Again, I can’t comment 
on Mr. Ehrlichman’s testimony. I don’t think it would be helpful to 
this committee if I did. I am answering the questions that you put to 
me and I am telling this committee under oath — and I take this very 
seriously, Senator — I did not speak to President Nixon by telephone or 
in person about the Pat Gray telephone call to me. 

Senator Weicker. Did you meet with the President on the morning 
of July 6? 

Mr. MacGregor. Yes. 

Senator Weicker. What time did you meet with the President? 

Mr. MacGregor. The first meeting — there was a change in schedule. 

In fact, there were considerable telephone calls late on the night of 
July 5 and so on into the morning of July 6 about the change of sched- 
ule. But the first meeting with the President took place sometime after 
10 a.m. on July 6 in his office in San Clemente. 

Senator Weicker. And what was the nature of that meeting ? 

Mr. MacGregor. It was a discussion involving primarily the Presi- 
dent, John Ehrlichman, Mr. William Timmons, and myself. It was 
an assessment of the status of the President's legislative program at 
the end of the fiscal year, which was a few days before, and of the 
prospects for passage of the remainder of the unacted-upon legislation 
before the adjournment of the 92d Congress. The meeting was a legis- 
lative meeting and the President and Mr. Ehrlichman were concerned 
with the status of domestic legislative items and the attendance of Mr. 
Timmons and Mr. MacGregor was occasioned by our roles as assistants 
to the President in the congressional relations field. We went down, 
item by item, the major pieces of legislation. 

Senator Weicker. Of course, are you aware from the testimony given 
to the committee that shortly after Pat Gray’s conversation wfth you 
he received a call from the President ? 

Mr. MacGregor. Yes: I think there is substantial agreement from 
Mr. Gray and from the President to the effect that the President tele- 
phoned Mr. Gray at about 8:25 or thereabouts, Pacific time, on July 6, 
and that he congratulated the FBI on the job that it had done the <lay 
before in frustrating the attempted skyjacking of a commercial air- 
craft. 

There also seems to be agreement between the President’s statement 
and Mr. Gray's testimony before this committee that Mr. Gray then 
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July 10, 1973 


J. Fred Buzhardt, Bsq. 

Counsel to the President 
The White House 
Washington, D,C. 

Da ax Mr. Bushardts 

I am writing to make the following requests, in addition to 
those we have previously made. All the items referred to 
axe important to oux investigation. 

1. Copies of or excerpts from logs, diaries, or similar 
records of telephone conversations and meetings between the 
President and Clark MacGregor on July 5 and 6, 1972. 

2. Copies of "political matters memoranda" numbers 1 through 
25, inclusive, from Gordon -S traohan to Lawrence Higby and/or 
H.R. Haldeiaan, probably now located in room 522, SOB. We 
believe these memoranda began in early spring 1972 and went 
through the election, November 1972. 

3. A copy of raatarials in John Dean’s "Miscellaneous Intel- 
ligence" file, taken down to the depository for protection 
on May 1, 1973. If thi3 file is too voluminous to be con- 
veniently copied, we could start by examining the file in. 
your offices. 

4. A copy of the log 3 or other records showing what specific 
items, from any of the files safeguarded pursuant to the pro- 
cedures you outlined to us at our June 6 meeting, have been 
copied by the former White House staff members who were per- 
mitted limited access for the purpose of making such copies. 
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'.8 ARCHIBALD COX LETTER, JULY 10, 1973 

Esq. Page 2 


5. Copies or excerpts of any records of items inserted into 
any White House file by Hr. Ehrlichman or Hr. Young on or after 
April 30, 1973. 

Sincerely, 


ARCHIBALD COX 
Special Prosecutor 
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VvA S H ! ?•: •; V Cr Ti 

23 July 1 J 7 3 


D e -- r Mr. Cox; 

This is in response to items 1, 4, and 5 in your letter of July 10th. I 
am responding in a separate letter to items 2 and 3 in tnat lewder. 

Item 1 of the July 10th letter encloses excerpts from logs of telephone 
conversations and meetings between the President and Clark MacGregor 
on July 5th and 6th, 1972. We have searched the logs and they do not 
show any conversation or meetings on those dates. 

Item 4 requests a copy of records showing what specixic items from the 
safeguarded files have been copied by former White House staff members 
who were permitted access to those files. As I advised you in my letter 
of June 1st, the procedures in effect since May 23rd do not permit the 
former staff members to copy material from these files, iney were 
permitted to make copies prior to May 23rd. In that earlier period 
we had instructed that a record be kept of whether a person visiting 
the files used the Xerox machine but we had not instructed that any 
record be made of what items were copied. Although tne guards on 
their own initiative did keep some record of this kind, and we are 
enclosing the two pages of that record, we are not in a position to 
warrant its completeness, and indeed doubt mat it is complete. 

Item 5 requests copies dr excerpts of items inserted into any White House 
file by Mr. Ehrlichman or Mr. Young on or after April 30th. We have no 
records that would show what items, if any, were inserted. The procedures 
in effect since May 23rd ensure against any insertion into the files in 
question, although additional records, appropriately identified have been 
rdaced under the same access limitations and special security. Prior 

j. m 

to that date, insertion into the files was neither prohibited nor permitted 
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Indistinct document retyped by 
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by the instructions then in effect and we cannot say whether any insertions 
were made in that period. 


Sincerely, 


J. FRED BUZHARDT 

Special Counsel to the President 


Honorable Archibald Cox 
Special Prosecutor 
Watergate Special Prosecution Force 
1425-K Street, N.W. 

Washington, D.C. 20005 

Enclosure 


Indistinct document retyped by 
House Judiciary Committee staff 
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Sincerely, 


* I / 

j. J /-Jb- .u J<rY 

l J. FRED BUZHARDT 

Special Counsel to the President 


Honorable Archibald Cox 
Special Prosecutor 

"Watergate Special Prosecution Force 
1425 - K Street, N. W. 

Washington, D.C. 20005 

Enclosure 
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I'LACX l >AV bECAN 

THE MKSTEKN WHITE HOUSE 
CIEJ-SEHTF., CALIFO&NIA 


100158 


DATE (Mo.. D.r. Yc.l 

JULY 6, 1972 


TIME DAY 

8:20 a.o. THURSDAY 


| TIME 

j PHONE 

I P.— Received 

1 — — i 

ACTIVITY 

la 

Out 

Lo 

USM 

8:20 




The President had breakfast. 

8:21 

8:23 



The President motored by golf cart from the San Clemente 





Compound residence to his office. 

|8:28 

8:33 ‘ 


P 

The President talked long distance with Acting Director of 

L. 




fPT T Vri Or n, TTT i‘« J\ C 

- ' * *• 4 • ‘ •» 





v . >i:„ .• 1 v ■ *■-- ■». j,*. - .-.:«>•* ‘ -.c—- • > 

8: AO 

8:41 

P 


The President talked with his Press Secretary, Ronald L. 





* Ziegler. 





The President met with: 

8:41 

9:08 



John D. Ehrlichraan, Assistant 

8:58 

8:59 



Alexander P. Butterfield, Deputy Assistant 

9:10 

9:15 



The President met with his Personal Secretary, Rose Mary Woods. 





The President met with: * 

9:15 

10:08 



Henry A. Kissinger, Assistant 

9:25 

10:08 



Sir Robert Thompson, author 

( ’ 25 

10:08 



’ Maj . Gen. Alexander M. Haig, Jr., Deputy Assistant 

10:10 

10:11 



The .President met with Mr. Butterfield. 




♦ 

The President met with: 

10:11 

12:05 



Mr. Ehrlichman 

10:18 

wSBSm 



Hr. Kissinger 

10:40 

wmm 



H. R. Haldeman, Assistant 

jpL0:40 

12:06 



Clark MacGregor, Campaign Director for the Committee 




for the Reelection of the President 

10:40 

12:05 



Frederic V. Malek, Assistant Campaign Director for 





the Committee for the Reelection of the President 

10:44 

11:01 



William E. Timmons, Assistant 

11:00 

11:01 



Mr. Ziegler 

I 12:06 

12:08' 



The President met with: 

l 




Mr. MacGregor 





Mrs. Clark MacGregor 




* 

Ollie P. Atkins, White House Photographer 

12:08 




The Presidential party went to the lawn behind the President's 





office. 

12:08 

12:11 



The Presidential party held a photo opportunity. 

k 2:11 




The President returned to his office with Mr. and Mrs. 

H 




MacGregor. 

12:11 

12:12 



The President met with Mr. and Mrs. MacGregor. 





3// </ 7 V 
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THE WESTERN WHITE HOUSE 


SAN CLEMENTE, 


TIME 


In 

Out 

12:13 

12:14 

12:13 

12:25 

12:26 

12:30 

12:26 

12:32 

.12:30 

12:31 

12:31 

12:34 

12:37 

3:00 

12:39 

2:36 

1:33 

1:38 

1:37 

2:23 

2:50 

2:51 

3:03 

3:05 

1 

3:24 

3:26 

3:31 

4:26 

4:46 

4:48 

- 

5:02 


5:24 


5:28 

5:29 

5:30 

5:43 

5:47 


6:19 


"8 

7:04 

7:10 



CALIFORNIA 



. I>A\ H (Mo.* Oi 7 * Vr.) 

I JULY 6, 1972 

I '• ^ TIME DAY 

f QQ015S 12:13 p.m. THURSDAY 

ACTIVITY 


The President: met with: 

Mr . Butterfield 
Miss Woods 

The President met with: 

Miss Woods 
Mr. Butterfield 
Miss Woods 
Miss Woods 

The President met with: 

Mr. Haldeman 
Mr. Ehrlichman 
Mr . Ziegler 
Miss Woods 

The President talked v/ith the First Lady. 

The President motored by golf cart from his office to the San 
Clemente Compound residence. 

The President motored from the San Clemente Compound residence 
to Red Beach with his valet, Manolo Sanchez. 

The President talked with Mr. Ehrlichraan. 

The President motored from Red Beach to the San Clemente 
Compound residence with Mr. Sanchez. 

The President and the First Lady went to the pool area. 

The President returned to the San Clemente Compound residence. 

The President telephoned Mr. Haldeman. The call was not 
completed. 

The President talked v/ith Miss Woods . 

The President talked long distance v?ith his Special Counsel, 
Charles W. Colson, in Washington, D.C. 

The President and the First Lady went to the oce3nside patio. 

The President returned to the San Clemente Compound residence. 

The President talked long distance with Secretary of Defense 
Melvin R. Laird in Washington, D.C. 

The President telephoned Mr. Kissinger. The call was not 
completed . 


i 
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It looks like “I should” — I don’t want to say anything incorrect 
there. 

I should do this soon — 

I will get a clean copy — 
and I said I would try to do it today. 

Upon leaving the White House I discussed the matter briefly with the Director. 

On returning to the office I called Gray, indicated that this was a matter of some 
urgency, and he agreed to see me at 1430 that day. 

Now that was General Walters. 

Mr. Helms stated to this committee during an interview as follows : 

A few minutes later Haldeman and Ehrlichman walked in and Hal deman in no 
uncertain terms instructed Walters to see Fat Gray of the FBI and instruct 
him not to pursue his investigation in Mexico concerning Gerry M. Dalhberg 
since it might involve the CIA. Helms had no idea what they were talking about 
with respect to Mexico and when he asked he was told, “Never mind what it’s all 
about.-’ But they wanted Walters to go to Pat Gray right then and there. 

End of quote in the interview with Mr. Helms. 

Now, isn’t it a fact that the meeting with Director Helms and 
General Walters on June 23 was an effort to hinder the investigation? 

Mr. Ehrlichman. Senator, that meeting was convened at the Presi- 
dent’s request. I learned later that the President was operating on the 
basis of an independent source of investigation and out of a concern 
that an all-out FBI investigation might compromise some CIA 
activity. 

My recollection of that meeting is at considerable variance with 
General Walters in the general thrust and in the details. In point of 
fact, as I recall it we informed Mr. Helms and General Walters that 
the meeting was being held at the President’s request for the reasons 
I stated. 

Mr. Haldeman said that the Watergate was an obvious important 
political issue and that the President had no alternative but to order a 
full all-out FBI investigation until he was satisfied that there was 
some specific area from which the FBI should not probe for fear of 
leaks through the FBI of disassociated and disconnected CIA activi- 
ties that had no bearing on Watergate. As I recall there were a couple 
of basic questions that were asked of these gentlemen. One was whether 
the CIA was directly involved in the break-in itself and they said it 
was not. 

The other was whether or not there was any disassociated CIA 
activity, past or present, which might be disclosed through a vigorous 
FBI investigation. They did not make the same kind of a categorical 
response to that question as they had made to the other. As a matter 
of fact, my recollection is that a response to the effect that they don’t 
keep track, that is the Director and the Deputy Director, of these re- 
gional activities, such as the one in Mexico, they would want to check 
with the regional man. 

Now you have in your 

Senator Weicker. They had done that ? 

Mr. Ehreichmax. Sir ? 

Senator Weicker. They had done that ? 

Mr. Ehrlichman. I think their letter of July 6 to the Acting Direc- 
tor of the FBI shows that they had not done that and they did not do 
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that and they did not assure the FBI until June 27 as to the Mexican 
situation. Then they confirmed that oral assurance of June 27 in writ- 
ing on July 6 and on July 6 is when Director Gray called the President 
and said U I now have a memo from the CIA assuring me that there is 
no problem,” and the President said “Let’s go all out.” So that is the 
sentience of events. 

Senator Weicker. Why did the Director call the President? 

Mr. Ehrlichman. Because he received — I assume because he had 
this memorandum. 

Senator Weicker. Oh no, oh no. Why did the Director call the 
President ? 

Mr. Ehrlichmax. In point of fact I think the President called 
the Director. 

Senator Weicker. That is correct. The Director had called Mr. 
MacGregor. 

Mr. Ehrlichman. That is true. 

Senator Weicker. And he had expressed to Mr. 'MacGregor doubts 
as to this situation. He felt this was the best way to go ahead and get 
in touch with the President, and the President called him back shortly 
thereafter. 

Mr. Ehrlichman. I wasn’t at the meeting between Mr. Gray and 
Mr. MacGregor so I don’t know what they said but, I do know what 
the President told me. 

Senator Weicker. But you do know- 

Mr. Ehrlichman. That Mr. MacGregor told him when he came 
and called on the President on July 6 that he had been talking to 
Pat Gray and Pat Gray felt it was important that he talk to the 
President right away and the President picked up the phone immedi- 
ately and called him. 

Senator Weicker. And did Pat Gray tell the President that there 
were forces of those around him who were trying to wound him? 
m Mr. Ehrlichman. I had never heard that. 

Senator Weicker. Is it not a fact that General Walters and Pat 
Gray both felt it was necessary to call the President on this matter, 
that both of them had the same apprehensions that the investigation 
was being interfered with? 

Mr. Ehrlichman. I Hunk it was important for Pat Gray to have 
talked with the President; too. I heartily concurred with that. I hope 
you understand that when Mr. Haldeman and I met with the OIA, 
it was for the purpose only of conveying to those gentlemen the Presi- 
dent’s concern and the meeting did not culminate in any instructions 
to anyone except a request to General Walters that he sit down and 
talk to Pat Gray about this matter, and reassure Pat Gray, if he could 
be factually reassured. 

Now, that, in fact is what happened, and Mr. Haldeman and I dis- 
connected from this after that one 20-minute meeting. 

Senator Weicker. All right, let’s drop back in time again here to 
the meeting on June 23. You are sitting here with the Director of the 
CIA and with General Walters. Would it not be logical to address 
any request of the CIA to the Director of the CIA? 

Mr. Ehrlichman. Not if you were told by the President that he 
wanted to work through General Walters. 
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Kun/iij, uho is now an associate judge of the U.S. Court 
of Claims. 

Mr. Sampson has been At tin" Administrator of Gen- 
eral Services since June 2, 1972. He joined. the; General 
Services Administration in 1969 as Commissioner of the 
Federal Supply Service. Front 1970 to 1972 he was Com- 
missioner of the Public Build ings Service in CSA and the 
first Deputy Administrator of CSA for Special Projects. 

He came to the General Services Administration after 
6 years in Pennsylvania State government, where he was 
secretary' of administration and budget secretary under 
Gov. Raymond P. Shafer, and deputy secretary for pro- 
curement, department of property and supplies, under 
Gov. William W. Scranton. Prior to entering government 
service, he was employed by the General Electric Co. for 
1 2 years. 

Mr. Sampson was born on October 8, 1926, in Warren, 
R.I. He received his B.S. degree in business adminis- 
tration from the University of Rhode Island in 1951 and 
has done graduate work at the George Washington 
University. 

Active in several professional organizations, Mr. Samp- 
son was presented the Synergy III Award for outstanding 
contributions toward the advancement of architecture by 
the Society of American Registered Architects in 1972. 
In 1973 he was selected as one of the Top Ten Public 
Works Men of the Year, and he was named an honorary 
member of the American Institute of Architects. 

He and his wife, Blanche, have four children and reside 
in Washington, D.C. 

Q 

note: For the President’s statement upon announcing his intention 
to nominate Mr. Sampson, see the preceding item. 

( The Watergate Investigation 

| State ments by the President. May 22, 1973 

Recent news accounts growing out of testimony in the 
Watergate investigations have given grossly misleading 
impressions of many of the facts, as they relate both to my 
own role and to certain unrelated activities involving na- 
tional security. 

Already, on the basis of second- and third-hand hearsay 
testimony by persons either convicted or themselves under 
investigation in the ease, 1 have found myself aclused of 
involvement in activities 1 never heard of until I read 
about them in news accounts. 

These impressions could also lead to a serious misunder- 
standing of those national security activities which, though 
totally unrelated to Watergate, have become entangled in 
the rase. I hev could lead to further compromise of sensi- 
tive national security information. 


693 

I will not alxindon my responsibilities. \, will continue 
to do' the job I was elected to do. 

In the accompanying statement,, I have set forth the 
facts as I know them ;ls they relate to my own role. 

With regard to the specific allegations that have been 
made, I can and do state categorically: 

1. I. had no prior knowledge / of the Watergate 
operation. 

2. I took no part in. nor was I aware of, any subsequent 
efforts that may have been made to cover up 
Watergate. 

3. At no time did I authorize any offer of executive 
clemency for the Watergate defendants, nor did I 
know of any such offer. 

4. I did not know, until the time of my own investiga- 
tion, of any effort to provide the Watergate defend- 
ants with funds. 

5. At no time did I attempt, or did I authorize others 
to attempt, to implicate the CIA in the Watergate 
matter. 

6. It was not until the time of my own investigation 
that I learned of the break-in at the office of Mr. 
Ellsbcrg's psychiatrist, and I specifically authorized 
the furnishing of this information to Judge Byrne. 

7. I neither authorized nor encouraged subordinates to 
engage in illegal or improper campaign tactics. 

In the accompanying statement, I have sought to pro- 
vide the background that may place recent allegations in 
perspective. I have specifically stated that executive 
privilege will not be invoked as to any testimony concern- 
ing possible criminal conduct or discussions of possible 
criminal conduct, in the matters under investigation. I 
want the public to loam the truth about Watergate and 
those guilty of any illegal actions brought to justice. 


Allegations surrounding the Watergate affair have so 
escalated that I feel a further statement from the President 
is required at this time. 

A climate of sensationalism has developed in which 
even second- or third-hand hearsay charges arc headlined 
as fact and repeated as fact. 

Important national security operations which them- 
selves had no connection with Watergate have become 
entangled in the case. 

As a result, some national security information has 
already been made public through court orders, through 
the subpoenaing of documents, and through testimonv 
witnesses have given in judicial and Congressional pro- 
ceedings. Other sensitive documents are now threatened 
with disclosure. Continued silence about those operations 
would compromise rather than protect th.em, and would 
also serve to perpetuate a grossly distorted view — which 
recent partial disclosures have given — of the nature and 
purpose of those operations. 


Volume 9 — Number 21 
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record', having been removed with the change of adminis- 
trations) and which bore directly on the negotiations then 
in progress. Additional assignments included tracing down 
other national security leaks, including one that seriously 
compromised the U.S. negotiating position in the SALT 
talks. 

The work of the unit tapered off around the end of 
1971. The nature of its work was such that it involved 
matters that, from a national security standpoint, were 
highly sensitive then and remain so today. 

These intelligence activities had no connection with the 
break-in of the Democratic headquarters, or the aftermath. 

I considered it my responsibility to see that the Water- 
gate investigation did not impinge adversely upon the na- 
tional security area. For example, on April 18, 1973, 
when I learned that Mr. Hunt, a former member of the 
Special Investigations Unit at the White House, was to 
be questioned by the U.S. Attorney, I directed Assistant 
Attorney General Petersen to puisne every issue involving 
Watergate but to confine his investigation to Watergate 
and related matters and to stay out of national security 
matters. Subsequendy, on April 25, 1973, Attorney Gen- 
eral Kleindienst informed me that because the Govern- 
ment had clear evidence that Mr. Hunt was involved in 
the break-in of the office of the psychiatrist who had 
treated Mr. Ellsberg, he, the Attorney General, believed 
that despite the fact that no evidence had been obtained 
from Hunt’s acts, a report should nevertheless be made to 
the court trying the Ellsberg case. I concurred, and di- 
rected that the information be transmitted to Judge Byrne 
immediately. 

Watergate 

The burglary and bugging of the Democratic National 
Committee headquarters came as a complete surprise to 
me. I had no inkling that any such illegal activities had 
been planned by persons associated with my campaign; 
if I had known, I would not have permitted it. My im- 
mediate reaction was that those guilty should be brought 
to justice, and, with the five burglars themselves already 
in custody, I assumed that they would be. 

Within a few days, however, I was advised that there 
was a possibility of CIA involvement in some way. 

It did seem to me possible that, because of the involve- 
ment of former CIA personnel, and because of some of 
their apparent associations, the investigation could lead 
to the uncovering of covert CIA operations totally unre- 
lated to the Watergate break-in. 

In addition, by this time, the name of Mr. Hunt had 
surfaced in connection with Watergate, and I was alerted 
to the fact that he had previously been a member of the 
Special Investigations Unit in the White House. There- 
fore, I was also concerned that the Watergate investigation 
might well lead to an inquiry into the activities of the 
Special Investigations Unit itself. 


In this area, I Ht it was important to avoid disclosure 
of the details of the national security matters with which 
the group was concerned. I knew that once the existence 
of the group became known, it would lead inexorably to 
a discussion of these matters, some of which remain, even 
today, highly sensitive. 

I wanted justice done with regard to 'Watergate; but in 
the scale of national priorities with which I had to deal — 
and not at that time having any idea of the extent of 
political abuse which Watergate reflected — I also had to 
be deeply concerned with ensuring that neither the covert 
operations of the CIA nor the operations of the Special 
Investigations Unit should be compromised. Therefore, 
I instructed Mr. Haldeman and Mr. Ehriichman to ensure 
that the investigation of the break-in not expose either an 
unrelated covert operation of the CIA or the activities of 
the White House investigations unit — and to see that this 
was personally coordinated between General Walters, the 
Deputy Director of the CIA, and Mr. Gray of the FBI. 
It was certainly not my intent, nor my wish, that the in- 
vestigation of the Watergate break-in or of related acts 
be impeded in any way. 

^On July 6, 1972, I telephoned the Acting Director of 
the FBI, L. Patrick Gray, to congratulate him on his 
successful handling of the hijacking of a Pacific Southwest 
Airlines plane the previous day. During the conversation 
Mr. Gray discussed with me the progress of the Water- 
gate investigation, and I asked him whether he had talked 
with General Walters. Mr. Gray said that he had, and that 
General Walters had assured him that the CIA was not 
involved. In the discussion, Mr. Gray suggested that the 
matter of Watergate might lead higher. I told him to press 
ahead with his investigation, * . 

It now seems that later, through whatever complex of 
individual motives and possible misunderstandings, there 
were apparently wide-ranging efforts to limit the inves- 
tigation or to conceal the possible involvement of members 
of the Administration and the campaign committee. 

I was not aware of any such efforts at the time. Neither, 
until after I began my own investigation, was I aware of 
any fundraising for defendants convicted of the break-in 
at Democratic headquarters, much less authorize any such 
fundraising. Nor did I authorize any offer of executive 
clemency for any of the defendants. 

In the weeks and months that followed Watergate, I 
asked for, and received, repeated assurances that Mr. 
Dean’s own investigation (which included reviewing files 
and sitting in on FBI interviews with White House per- 
sonnel) had cleared ever)* one then employed by the White 
House of involvement. 

In summary, then : 

( 1 ) I had no prior knowledge of the Watergate bug- 
ging operation, or of any illegal surveillance activities for 
political purposes. 

(2) Long prior to the 1972 campaign, I did set in 
motion certain internal security measures, including legal 
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A FBI, CIA, both, I r d put it, as to whether or not 
there was any CIA interest or non-interest in the witnesses 
that the FBI wanted to interview. 

Q In connection with what? 

A In connection with the Watergate investigation. And 
that both General Walters and myself felt that this was due to 
an indifference and a carelessness on the part of White House 
staff people and a failure to appreciate the position of these 
agencies in our society, and that we both felt that this could 
be injurious to our agencies and could be wounding to the 
President. 

Now, these are certainly not my exact words, but theyj 
are certainly close to them and they are certainly close to thei 
thought that I intended to convey. And I said to him, "Clark, 
would you please pass this to the President." 

And he said either, "i’ll handle it," or, "I'll take 
care of it." And that was the substance of that conversation. 

Q All right, sir. Now, your logs reflect that that call 
took place at 10:51 a.m. Washington time,. Thursday, July 6th, 
1972. 
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Your logs reflect that at 10:28 a.m., Thursday 
sorry, 11:28 a.m., Thursday, July 6th, 1972, you received a 
call from President Nixon. Is that correct? 

A That is correct, sir. 

Q Do you recollect speaking to President Nixon some 
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1 thirty to thirty-five minutes after you spoke to Mr. MacGregor? 

2 A I do indeed, yes, sir. 

It 

3 j; Q Could you tell us the telephone conversation from thz 

i 

4 i President? 

A Yes. The President called me and I was actually 
ti i quite surprised to receive the call. 

7 He started off by congratulating me on the success- 

8 ful termination of the highjacking which had occurred in San 
.9 Francisco the day before. The ladies and gentlemen of the 

10 Grand Jury may recall that an FBI Agent shot two highjackers 

11 who were trying to highjack an airplane, and the President 

12 asked if I would pass his congratulations to the FBI Agent. 

13 And I told the President that I would and that I was 

14 very, very grateful to him for calling and the Agents would be 
25 pleased to know that and, indeed, I placed a call later on to 

the Special -- 

27 Q Before we get to that, just tell us all the conversa- 

! 

2 ^ | tion. You said you appreciated it and you'd pass it on? 

i 

| A Right. And then I said, ,T Mr. President, there's 

I 

>>0 | something I want to speak to you about." And, really, I just 

i 

c : blurted it out. That was my reaction at the time. 

_ l : I said -- and I've written this down, and I've written 

^ it down because I think it's very important, and this is ray 
best recollection. I know that precision is impossible to 
j? obtain, but this is my best recollection, after having given it 



(552) 



48.12 L. PATRICK GRAY TESTIMONY, JULY 19, 197 3, 
WATERGATE GRAND JURY, 101-103 

DV 


1 




3 


4 

5 
G 

7 

8 
9 

10 

11 

12 

13 


14 

15 


j much thought and consideration to this call. 

I 

i 

i 

j And I said, "Dick Walters and I feel that people on 

ij 

I your staff are trying to mortally wound you by using the CIA 
and FBI and by confusing the question of CIA interest in or 
not in people the FBI wishes to interview." 

Then I said, "I've just talked to Clark MacGregor 
and asked him to speak to you about this." There was a per- 
ceptible pause, a noticable pause, and the President said to 
me, "Pat, you just continue to conduct your aggressive and 
thorough investigation." And that was the end of the telephone 
call . 

MR. NEAL: Mr. Foreman, it's 5:30. We have a few 

other areas to cover with Mr. Gray. Mr. Gray, is this the end 
of your testimony of your activities with respect to the CIA- 
FBI involvement? 


](» 

17 

18 


THE WITNESS: Yes, sir, with regard to any witness 

involvement, like with regard to Mr. Ogarrio and with regard to 
Mr. Dahlberg. 
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25 


MR. NEAL: I understand there' s later some other 

things, but with respect to this aspect of your activities from 

i 

jjune 17th to July 6th, 1972? 

I 

! THE WITNESS: Yes, sir, that is. 

MR. NEAL: And the other areas, about which we dis- 

ilcussed, or the other areas we've discussed with you, are now, 

ij 

| jin effect, of somewhat separate areas? 
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49. In July 1972 Dean obtained from Gray various interview and 
investigative reports of the FBI investigation of the break-in at the 
DNC headquarters. Dean has testified that he showed these reports to 
the attorneys for CRP and to CRP officials. Previously Dean had 
asked Attorney General Kleindienst for access to FBI interview 
reports and Attorney General Kleindienst had refused his request. 
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memorandum over to the Attorney General and at the bottom of that 
you say, “In this particular case and all future cases.” 

A week later vou are providing secretly a considerable amount of 
material to Mr. Dean who is going out of your office and bringing it 
back to the White House. Now, what happened during this period of 
time, a week, that made you change your mind from what you wrote at 
the bottom of your memorandums right here? 

Mr. Gray. Absolutely nothing happened during that week that made 
me change my mind. That memorandum was directed to papers and 
documents that we would prepare in writing in summary form or 
LIIM form or that type of thing. It was not directed to this type of 
material. 

Senator Kennedy. You mean, Mr. Gray, that if you write it up vou 
send it through the AG, but if it is raw you give "it directly ? Is that 
mv understanding? 

. Mr. Gray. That is my understanding. 

Senator Kennedy. How can you possibly rationalize that? If you 
draft it, you are going to keep the Attorney General fully informed. 
But then you provide to the White House the raw material which you 
say is indispensable to the investigation and you do not even let the 
Attorney General know. 

Mr. Gray. I can say there is nothing that happened, except that I 
made the decision in response to the call from the Counsel to the 
President. 

Senator Kennedy. And did you let the Attorney General know ? 
Mr. Gray. No, sir, I did not tell the Attorney General. 

Senator Kennedy. What were the files that were actually made 
available? Were they just your own files or files which were a part of 
the investigation ? 

Mr. Gray. No, they were not files. They were FD 302’s, investigative 
reports, and then there were two volumes of teletypes made available 

later on. 

Senator Kennedy. There were what ? 

Mr. Gray. Two volumes of teletypes about, I would estimate, 3 
to 4 inches thick, the two volumes came to that. 

Senator Kennedy. When were those 

Mr. Gray. Those were later on. I received those, as I recollect, early 
August, and those were delivered in October. 

Senator Kennedy, You had, as I remember, 82 out of 186 ? 

Mr. Gray. Yes, sir, these are FD 302’s now, investigative reports. 

Senator Kennedy. Could you review why you let him have just 
some of these, why the 82 out of 186 ? 

Mr. Gray. Yes, because I received a group of them on the 30th day 
of June. I received another group on the 17th day of July, and those 
two groups are the two packets that I delivered to Mr. t)ean on the 
28th day of July. 

Senator Kennedy. Did these, the 82 documents that vou provided, 
relate only to the "White House staff ? 

Mr. Gray. No, sir, I didn’t make any selection on those at all. 

Senator Kennedy. Why not ? 

Mr. Gray. Those were the ones that were available, the 302’s that I 
had there in my safe and had been sent up to me in two packets on 
June 30 and July 17. 
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Senator Kennedy. If Mr. Dean was doing an investigation of the 
White House staff, why wouldn’t you turn over just those records that 
related to that ? 

Mr. Gray. My reasoning on it was his trails were going to go in 
many areas. I didn’t know what he was doing. I wanted him to know 
what we had. v 

Senator Kennedy. You did not know what he was doing? 

Mr. Gray, No, I didn’t know what he was looking for. 

Senator Kennedy. What did he tell you ? 

Mr. Gray. He told me he was conducting an inquiry but he and I 
did not discuss the substance of his inquiry or the substance of the FBI 
inquiry. We were doing ours in our own way and he was doing his in 
his own way. I have testified earlier that I didnt’ want to have any 
information from his inquiry at all. 

Senator Kennedy. I thought you indicated in earlier testimony that 
his inquiry was in relationship to the White House staff ? 

Mr. Gray. That is right, to the involvement of White House per- 
sonnel. 

Senator Kennedy. Why would you supply — — 

Mr. Gray. They could turn up in other investigative reports. 
Senator Kennedy. Why wouldn’t you make sure he got all of them ? 
Mr. Gray. I gave him all that I had at the time. 

Senator Kennedy. Why didn’t you get the rest of them ? 

Mr. Gray. Because there weren’t any more available at that time, 
sir. 

Senator Kennedy. Till when ? Did you trv to get the rest of them 
for him? ' 

L Mr. Gray. Those were all that were available. These were delivered 
to me — early on the 30th of June, I received a group, and on the 17th 
of July I received a group and I gave to him what I had available at 
jthat time. 

Senator Kennedy. There were a lot of people interviewed after the 
lTthofJuly? . 

Mr. Gray. That is right. 

Senator Kennedy. Did you send those to him, as you recall ? 

Mr. Gray No, as I recollect there was another call, and I think that 
it came later on, much later on — ves, it was in the middle of October — 
where he called me and asked if he could look at some additional in- 
vestigative reports and teletypes, and I sent to him at that time the last 
group of investigative reports that I had in my safe and the two vol- 
umes of the teletypes. 

Senator Kennedy. And did you, or did you not, ever feel any kind 
of responsibility to call him later and let him know that you coiild get 
other reports? 

Mr. Gray. No, I did not, as I was responding to his request. 
Senator Kennedy. And you thought that you did respond when you 
made those files available? 

Mr. Gray. If he wanted more, I would have expected he would have 
called again and made another request. 

Senator Kennedy. In any of your conversations did you ever talk 
to him about Mr, Liddy ? 

Mr. Gray. I think not, because it is my best recollection and memory 
that we did not discuss individuals. 
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tion I was bringing to their attention, that this information was being 
given to the President. 

r l do not recall when actually I received the first written information 
from the FBI, but I believe it was after July 21 when I received a 
summary report that had been prepared on the investigation to that 
stage. 

I would also like to now summarize to the bottom of the page, and 

indicate that when 

Mr. Dash. Bottom of page 72. 

Mr. Dean. Seventy-two, correct, and indicate that after I did get 
possession of the documents, the FBI files, I found them not very 
meaningful and later Mr. Mardian, Mr. Parkinson, Mr. O’Brien came 
over to my office and read the reports, and Mardian, they all reached 
the same conclusion and I recall Mardian ’s reaction was that the docu- 
ments indicated that the investigation was too vigorous and he was 
quite critical of Gray and asked me to call Gray to slow down but I 
never made such a call. 

It was after I showed a copy of the July 21 report to Mr. 
Mitchell that Mardian insisted tKat he be permitted to see the FBI 
reports. Mitchell agreed, and thought that Paul O’Brien and Ken 
Parkinson should also see them. 

I recall that when Mardian, O’Brien and Parkinson finally 
came to my office to look at the reports, they realized that they 
were not very meaningful. It was Mr. Mardian, however, who be- 
came very excited because of the scope of the investigation that 
Gray was conducting and the tone of the cables he was sending out 
of headquarters. Mardian clearly thought that Gray was being 
too vigorous in his investigation of the case and was quite critical 
of Gray’s handling of the entire matter. He demanded that I tell 
Gray to slow down, but I never did so. 

Summarizing the first paragraph on page 73, 1 would also note that 
I never showed any of these reports to any persons who were inter- 
viewed by the FBI and they were only given to Mr. Dick Moore of the 
White House staff when he was working on the Segretti matter for 
Mr. Ehrlichman and Mr. Haldeman. 

I do not repall ever finding anything in the FBI reports which 
I scanned, that was worth reporting to Ehrlichman and Halde- 
man and so I never read all of the reports that were sent to me. 
The FBI files containing the reports never left my office, nor were 
they 9 hown to anyone in the White House other than Dick Moore 
when Mr. Moore had been instructed to prepare a report on the 
Segretti incident by Ehrlichman. I never showed the reports to 
any of the persons who were interviewed by the FBI after theb* 
interviews. 

First Dealings With the CIA 

I will turn now to the first dealings I had with the CIA. It was dur- 
ing the meeting in Mitchell’s office on June 23 or 24 that Mardian first 
raised the proposition that the CIA could take care of this entire mat- 

Xote. — Indented matter represents portions of Mr w Penn’s prepared statement which 
wero omitted or summarized In hts presentation. 
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Mr. Dean. I didn’t have the impression that he was upset by it. I 
don’t know how often Mr. Gray and I talked but we talked frequently. 
We had worked together at the Department of Justice, and while it 
was reported that he called me with some outrage, Mr, Gray and I 
generally didn’t have that type of conversation. He said something to 
the effect that “It that true, you know, I can’t believe you would do 
that,” and I said “No, it is not true and I never showed Segretti any 
FBI reports.” 

Senator Gurnet. Of course you worked at the Department of Justice 
for sometime, and I suppose you have some familiarity with the pro- 
cedures down there. Isn’t it a most unusual thing for a 302 report to 
be let out of the FBI office to anyone ? 

Mr. Dean. Well, I know this: that the White House receives on a 
regular basis and my office was the recipient on a regular basis, of 
countless FBI information. Now this deals with everything from back- 
ground investigation. 

Senator Gurney. I am talking about the 302 forms that are filed 
with raw data. 

Mr. Dean. Yes. 

Senator Gurney. Not reports. 

Mr. Dean. I don’t .recall ever receiving 302’s at the White House 
other than on this incident. I really was never terribly aware of what 
the poficy was. I didn’t work with the criminal cases in the Department 
of Justice while I was there so I don’t know if there were other oc- 
casions when 302’s were sent anywhere or not. I can’t answer the ques- 
tion. 

r Senator Gurney, But I understood you to say your understanding 
with Gray on these 302 files would be that you would guard them very 
closely. 

Mr. Dean. That is correct. 

Senator Gurney. Who did you show them to ? 

Mr. Dean. Well, as I testified, after the report on the 21st came to 
my office, Mr. Mardian was anxious to see them, Mr. Mitchell thought 
that was a good idea and also that Mr. O’Brien and Mr. Parkinson 
also came to see them. They came to my office. I recall them scanning 
them. They decided there really wasn’t much in there that interested 
them. The thing that sticks in my mind most is that Mardian was, who 
was apparently very familiar with 302 and FBI investigations from 
being the head of the Internal Security Division said that, vou know, 
“Gray is just going hog wild here,” because of the tone and the tenor 
of the interoffice from one field office or from headquarters to field 
offices, that the tone of the cables that were being sent out of head- 
quarters. 

Senator Gurney. Mardian, O’Brien, Parkinson weren’t even in the 

L White House then ? 

Mr, Dean. That is correct. 

Senator Gurney. Who wore they working for ? 

Mr. Dean. The reelection committee. 

Senator Gurnet. Do yon think Mr. Gray had any idea that people 
like that outside of the White House were looking at these files? 

Mr. Dean. I am sure he had none because T didn’t toll him. 

Senator Gurnet Did anybody else look at the files? 
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Mr. Dorsen. During the summer of 1972, were you aware that Pat- 
rick Gray was making available to John Dean FBI teletypes and 
302’s? 

Mr. Kleindienst. No, sir. The first time I became aware of that was 
in the confirmation hearing of Mr. Gray to be the permanent Director 
of the FBI. 

Mr. Dorset. Had Mr. Dean spoken to you about the possibility of 
the FBI supplying to the White House such documents? 

Mr. Kleindienst. Mr. Dean raised a question with both myself and 
Mr. Petersen. Both of us were very quick to tell him that we did not — 
that we would not give him raw investigative data from FBI files. I 
told him based upon his representation to us and my belief throughout 
this matter that he was counsel to the President; he represented him 
continually. He was dealing strictly with the President, that the Presi- 
dent had delegated him to more or less be responsible for an overview 
of the investigation insofar as it might relate to White House person- 
nel. I told Mr. Dean that since I had been in the Department of Jus- 
tice — I hadn’t been Attorney General but a week when this fantastic 
situation occurred — that it had always been my policy and one that 
was shared by Attorney General Mitchell, that only under the most 
restricted circumstances should raw FBI investigative data be given 
to anybody, I believe I did indicate that we wouldn’t mind summariz- 
ing pertinent information that was relevant to his inquiry orally for 
him so that he could make a report to the President. I believe I also 
indicated that if there was a particular file that the President of the 
United States personally wanted to see, that I would be willing to take 
that file personally up to the President, sit down with the President 
and let him look at it and then bring it back. 

Mr. Dorsen. During the summer of 1972, were you aware or made 
aware of a Saturday night phone call from Mr. John Ehrlichman to 
Henry Petersen? 

Mr. Kleindienst. In the summer of 1972 ? 

Mr. Dorsen. Summer or fall. 

Mr. Kleindienst. I do not know if it was an evening call. I became 
aware of a call that Mr. Ehrlichman made to Mr. Petersen I believe 
in the middle of the day, sometime between July 7 or 8 and August 8 
or 9, at a time when I was at the Pocono Lake Preserve in Pennsyl- 
vania with my family on a vacation. I became aware of such a call at 
that time. 

Mr. Dorsen. How did you become aware of it? 

Mr. Kleindienst. I became aware of the call because Mr. Ehrlich- 
man called me. He started the conversation out, I think, by saying 
either “Dick” or “General,” depending on the nature of the conversa- 
tion how he would address me. He said : “I have just talked to Henry 
Petersen and I am very upset about my conversation with him because 
I gave him an instruction which he refused to follow,” and I think my 
first reaction which was again rather abrupt and instantaneous was, 

“What were you doing talking to Henry Petersen in the first place and 
giving him instructions of any kind ?” and lie said, “Never mind that, I 
asked him to have the FBI and U.S. Attorney’s Office not harass Secre- 
tary Stans with respect to interrogations, not to harass the Secretary.” 

And I said, John, you have got to be out of your mind. What did 
Mr. Petersen say to you? Well, I think lie said in a polite way he told 
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50. On or about Friday July 28, 1972 a grand jury subpoena was 
served on Maurice Stans, Chairman of FCRP, to testify in connection 
with the investigation of the break-in at the DNC headquarters about 
his knowledge of the purpose for which campaign fluids were spent. 

The President requested that John Ehrlichman determine if Stans 
could testify by deposition instead of being subjected to a personal 
appearance before the grand jury. John Dean called Henry Petersen, 
Assistant Attorney General in charge of the Criminal Division, and 
requested that Stans' testimony be taken at the offices of the 
Department of Justice rather than before the grand jury. Petersen 
had previously agreed to this arrangement in the case of testimony 
by members of the White House staff. Petersen told Dean that this 
procedure could not be used for Stans, and Dean reported that response 
to Ehrlichman. On Saturday, July 29, 1972 Ehrlichman called Petersen 
and requested that Stans not be compelled to appear before the grand 
jury. Ehrlichman accused the prosecutors of harassing Stans. On 
Sunday, July 30, 1972 Ehrlichman called Attorney General Kleindienst. 
Ehrlichman reported that Petersen had refused to follow his instructions. 
The next day Kleindienst, Petersen and Assistant United States Attorney 
Earl Silbert met in Petersen's office. They agreed that Stans would 
be questioned under oath at the Department of Justice and not before 
the grand jury. On August 2, 1972 Stans was questioned in Petersen's 
conference room. According to Stans, in August the President called 
Stans and told him that he appreciated the sacrifice that Stans was 
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making in not answering questions for the press and hoped that he could 
continue to take it. 
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between September 7 and September 15, 1972 the day 
on which the indictment' was returned, nine witnesses 
testified before the grand jury, including John 
Mitchell, and, for the third time, Jeb Magruder. 

Q. Response to Criticisms for Not Requiring 
Maurice Stans to Testify Personally Before 
the Grand Jury and Not Calling Mr. Stans 
or Mitchell as Witness at, Trial, and Not 
Asking Adequate Questions at Trial 

21* The Morgan Report criticizes the fact that 
Maurice Stans did not appear personally before the 
grand jury. (P. 38) The facts to my knowledge are 
as follows: 

On Friday, July 29, 1972, JC directed the FBI 
to serve. a grand jury subpoena upon Maurice Stans 
to appear before the grand jury the following Tuesday 
August 1, 1972. That evening, counsel for the 
Committee for the ReElection of the President, at 
an. emergency meeting he requested, strongly objected 
to the proposed grand jury appearance of Mr. Stans, 
stating it would harm his fund raising efforts. 

At his request, we changed the date of his appearance 
to Wednesday, August 2, 1972, but explained he would 
have to appear. 

.After the meeting, Mr. Campbell, Mr. Glanzer, 
and I discussed the matter among ourselves. One 
aspect we discussed was the appropriateness' of 
serving a subpoena on a person such as Mr . Scans , 
a former cabinet officer, as opposed to inviting 
him to appear, the procedure ordinarily followed 
with Senators, Congressman, and other public and 
private officials who upon invitation would be 
expected to appear. More importantly, we discussed 
the potentially harmful affect on our investigation 
by what would inevitably be a highly publicized 
appearance at the grand jury by a person as well 
known as Mr. Stans. The mounting publicity in 
this case, we were concerned, 'might hinder the 
investigation and would very likely provide the 
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defendants with a basis, for delaying the trial, 
a highly undesirable result in view of the enor- 
mous pressures on us to bring the case to trial 
as quickly as possible. We reviewed as precedent 
the case of United States v. Sweig , 441 F.2d 114, 

121, n.7 (2d Cir.), cert , denied , 403 U.S. 932 
(1971) in which former Speaker John McCormack 
did not appear before the grand jury but was de- 
posed in' his own office during a criminal inves- 
tigation which' was focusing on members of his 
staff, once with his nephew present. We reached 
no final decision that evening. * 

During the week end, I was informed by H.enry . 
Petersen that he had received a very strong com- 
plaint from John Ehrlichman of the White House about 
the potentially unfair and prejudicial publicity 
generated by appearances of White- House staff .mem- 
bers and former cabinet officers before- the grand 
jury at the United States Courthouse. 

After a meeting on Monday, July 31, 1972, of then 
Attorney General Richard Kleindeinst, Mr. Petersen, and 
myself in which this and other aspects of the Watergate 
case were discussed, it was subsequently agreed that 
well known persons such as Mr. Stans and White House 
staff members whose testimony was sought by the grand 
jury would be examined by an Assistant United States 
Attorney in the offices of Mr. Petersen at the 
Department of Justice. It was agreed that this 
examination would be under conditions duplicating 
gs nearly as possible examination before the grand 
jury: testimony under oath in question and answer 

form, in the presence only of an Assistant United 
States Attorney and a court reporter who would 
record the proceedings. The witness could be 
accompanied by counsel. As before a grand jury, 
however, counsel was not permitted to be present 
during the examination but instead would be avail- 
able in a nearby room to confer with the witness if 
the latter so desired. After the examination, the 
transcript of the proceeding prepared by the court 
reporter would be submitted to the grand jury. 
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before the grand jury and he had worked out an arrangement whereby 
they could come to the Department of Justice, be interviewed by the 
prosecutors with counsel present, and then the prosecutor would take 
a sworn statement without counsel present as if it were a secret grand 
jury room and later the prosecutors would read the statement to the 
grand jury. This procedure was followed, as I recall, for Mr. Colson, 
Sir. Krogh, Mr. Young, Mr. Chapin, and Mr. Strachan. 

When Secretary Stans learned that he was being called before the 
grand jury, he expressed a similar outrage and requested a procedure 
like that which had been given to the members of the White House 
staff. I discussed this again with Petersen, but he said he didn’t feel it 
would be possible to follow a similar procedure. Mr. Stans’ outrage 
continued and finally he raised it directly with Mr. Ehrlichman. Ehr- 
liehman asked me why I couldn’t do anything with Petersen about this 
and I told him that Petersen had done the best he could but that there 
was nothing he could do about it because the grand jury wanted Stans 
to appear. Ehrlichman would not accept my explanation and called 
Petersen and was very harsh in telling Petersen that he should honor 
the White House request that Stans not be forced to appear at the court 
house to go before the grand jury. I was present when Ehrlichman 
called Petersen and felt that he was wrong in doing so. I felt that 
Petersen had been more than accommodating and that if he could have 
done it, he would, but obviously the grand jury wanted to see these 
people and Petersen was not happy with the procedures that had been 
followed with the others. It had merely been an accommodation. 
Accordingly, I called Mr. Petersen and apologized for the call that he 
had received from Ehrlichman. 

The only significant matter that I can recall in connection with any 
of the grand jury appearances was in connection with Colson’s grand 
jury appearance also. After Colson returned from his grand jury 
interview he sent me a memorandum, a copy of which I have submitted 
to the committee — which he suggested I might wish to send on to the 
prosecutors. I had been present during Colson’s interview with the 
prosecutors before his sworn statement was taken and I did not find 
anything of significance in the memorandum that he had failed to 
cover during his interview. 

[The document referred to was marked exhibit Xo. 34-18.*] 

Mr. Dean. I had also received information from Magnider that he 
had been pressured by Colson and members of Colson’s staff into 
authorizing the adoption of Liddy’s plans on several occasions and 
this information was not reflected in the memorandum that Colson had 
prepared. I felt that the memorandum was rather self-serving to Mr. 
Colson and I was not convinced that it was totally factual. 

The memorandum also came to my attention almost a week after 
Colson had sent it to me because, immediately following his appear- 
ance before the grand jury at the end of August. I had gone to San 
Clemente. I advised Colson that I did not know if everything in his 
memorandum was consistent with Magruder’s testimony, and I 
thought we ought to leave well enough alone. He agreed. Accordingly, 
I filed the document rather than forward it to Mr. Silbert. 


•See p. 11S9. 
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Senator Ervin. Well, they didn’t give him a chance. They didn’t 
indict Magruder, and the prosecuting attorneys are reported in the 
press to have said the evidence showed that nobody was involved 
except the seven men under prosecution. 

Don’t you know that? 

Mr. Ehrlichman. I know, too, that they had Mr. Sloan’s testimony 
before them. He was not believed and in point of fact, you remember 
in the press, that at the trial, the judge made comments which indicated 
that he did not believe Mr. Sloan. 

Senator Erven. Well, it has turned out since he was telling the 
truth, I think rather strongly, so they certainly had his testimony that 
Magruder, the Deputy Director, had ordered him to pay this $199,000 
in cash out of Secretary Stan’s secret fund and that Secretary Stans 
had told Sloan to comply with the order of Magruder in this respect 
after consultation with Mitchell. 

Xow, I can understand why they don’t find out some things that are 
so outrageous that they don’t believe a party. Didn’t Mr. Sloan come 
up and want to tell you about this and you said to him, “I don’t want 
to hear anything about it because if I hear anything about it I will 
have to take the executive privilege until after the election.” 

Mr. Ehrucievian. I don’t know what it was that Mr. Sloan wanted 
to tell me because after we had talked for a few minutes and I had 
determined that he felt he had some exposure, but that he had not 
talked to an attorney, I told him that it would be grossly unfair of me 
to hear him out until he had had an opportunity to talk with an at- 
torney and take counsel on his own situation. 

Senator Ervin. You were one of the men in the White House who 
stood in power next to the President, weren’t you ? 

Mr. Ehruch3ian. I worked for the President there. 

Senator Ervin. Yes, and when an agent, when this treasurer of the 
Finance Committee To Re-Elect the President came and told you he 
wanted to tell you about some things that troubled him you refused to 
listen. 

Mr. Ehruchman. Well, I thought I was doing that from his stand- 
point, Mr. Chairman. 

Duke Sloan has been a young man that I have known well during 
the time he worked in the White House. I didn’t want to see him tell 
me something before he had talked to counsel that later on was going 
to prove his undoing, and you see his wife, Debbie, also worked at the 
White House and was well known to my wife and me and I just didn’t 
want to see him overreached. 

Senator Ervin. I have got to go and the time is almost up to go over 
there and vote. 

TRecess.] 

Senator Ervin. Before I put another question, I would say that my 
idea is that it is up to the jury to determine whether a witness is telling 
the truth instead of the prosecuting attorney. 

r Did vou not call Henry Petersen, the Assistant Attorney General 
of the Criminal Division, who had general supervision of this prosecu- 
tion and ask him not to require former Secretary Maurice Stans to go 
before the grand jury ? 
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Mr. Ehrlichman. Yes, Mr. Chairman. The circumstances were that 
the — it had come to the President’s notice that Secretary Stans was 
going to be asked to appear before the grand jury. He asked me to 
determine if it would be possible for Secretary Stans to give his testi- 
mony as others had, through the device of a proceeding at the Justice 
Department, a deposition, so to speak, under oath, rather than to run 
the gauntlet at the Federal courthouse. 

L The President said that a man who was a former Cabinet officer and 
so on. should not be subjected to that kind of a situation. I talked 
with Mr. Dean about it and I talked with Mr. Petersen and he agreed 
not to do that. 

Senator Ervin. As a Democrat with a small “d,” I am incapable 
of comprehending why a former Cabinet officer should not have to do 
as all other mortals and go before grand juries and so he did not go, 
did he? 

Mr. Ehrlichman. He gave his testimony. 

Senator Ervin. He gave his testimony? 

Mr. Ehrlich3ian. Excuse me, Mr. Chairman. He gave his testimony 
by deposition. 

Senator Ervin. Yes, he gave his testimony in the absence of the 
grand jury, did he not? # 

Mr. Ehrlichman. Apparently this was a procedure which had been 
established by the prosecution and a number of other people had done 
likewise. 

Senator Ervin. As I have observed during these hearings before, 
murder and stealing have occurred in all generations but they have not 
made murder meritorious or larceny legal. 

Now, my question is. Mr. Former Secretary Stans did not go before 
the grand jury, did he? He gave his testimony in his office, did he not? 

Mr. Ehrlichman. No, sir — well, I do not know where he gave it. 
Senator Ervin. Well, he gave his testimony in the absence of the 
grand jury? 

Mr. Ehrlichman. Yes, I believe he gave it at the Department of 
Justice. 

Senator Ervin. Yes. And by that method, there was nobody there 
to ask him any questions except the prosecuting attorney who held 
office at the pleasure of the President. Is that not so? 

Mr. Ehrlichman. Well, I do not know who was present, Mr. 
Chairman. 

Senator Ervin. Well, you know none of the grand jurors — there 
were 23 grand jurors, I believe under the Federal system, none of the 
grand jurors were there, were they? 

Mr. Ehrlichman. I do not believe so. 

Senator Ervin. So this was a process 

Mr. Ehrlichman. Unless the foreman was there, and I do not know 
that. 

Senator Ervin. This was a process because Secretary Stans, I 
guess — Shakespeare said about Ceasar what meat our Ceasar eats 
had grown so great but he had eaten such meat that made him so great 
that he did not have to go before the grand jury like ordinary mortals, 
and that procedure mode it certain that no inquisitive grand juror 
could ask this man who had had charge of the financing of the cam- 
paign, any embarrassing questions, did he not? 
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Mr. Petersen. After his appearance before the grand jury. I do not 
know whether 

Mr. Dash. Had he shown some interest prior to that? Of course. I 
think there were three appearances that he had. 

Mr. Petersen. Yes, of course, first of all, the statements were at the 
White House, coming from the White House that John Dean was 
charged with preparing a report, and what have you. John Dean’s 
statements that were made to me were: I am responsible to keep the 
President informed and, you know, if I get in there and he asks me a 
question, he really chews me out if I do not know the answer and. 
Henry, you have got to keep me posted on these things. They wanted 
to know — if there was going to be a newsworthy item, they would like 
to know about it at or about the time it happened. So to that extent 
I tried to keep him informed of the ultimate facts and when I did not, 

^Jie would call. 

mm ™"^Ir. Dash. Right, and, therefore, you did tell him that he had got 
through the grand jury. 

Xow, can you recall a time when Mr. Ehrlicliman got in touch with 
you concerning the appearance of Mr. Stans before the grand jury \ 

Mr. Petersen. Yes, sir ; I can. 

Mr, Dash. Can you briefly tell the committee about that in your own 
words? 

Mr. Petersen. I cannot give you the date, Mr. Dash. I think that 

Mr. Dash. Approximately what period ? 

Mr. Petersen. It is isolated. It was during the summer. It was 
before the indictment. It can be fixed because it was immediately 
before the return date of the subpena that was served on Mr. Stans. 

I received a call at 11 :45 in my home. I was sitting at the kitchen 
table and it was Mr. Ehrlichman and he charged Earl Silbert with 
harassing former Secretary Stans and I told Air. Ehrlichman that 
Mr. Silbert was not a responsibility, that I had approved of that, and 
* that it was not harassment, that it was true he had been interviewed at 
least twice by the FBI but we simply — I am hesitating because I want 
to be fair to Mr. Stans — basically his testimony, his interviews were 
the same as he gave the committee. Let me put it that way. 

As I recall his appearance up here, there was some question about 
whether the committee believed his statements that he did not know 
what happened to the money, that all he did was collect it. We had 
some difficulty, the same difficulty, and we felt that if that was his 
story, that we ought to have it under oath. So to that extent we called 
him basically the third time and it was right 

Mr. Dash. What did Mr. Ehrlichman want ? 

Mr. Petersen. What did he want? I asked him that question twice 
and he never spelled it out except to stop harassing Mr. Stans and 
I said we were not harassing him and he charged that Earl Silbert 
was acting like a local prosecutor. Well, Mr. Silbert is a local pros- 
ecutor [laughter]. 

Mr. Dash. Did you get the impression that Mr. Ehrlichman was 
perhaps asking that Mr. Stans be excused from going to the grand 
jury? 

Mr. Petersen. Well, that is what he was driving at. I asked him 
twice what he wanted and he never answered other than to say stop 
harassing. I asked him, I said, well, if Stans has a problem with the 
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subpena, why doesn’t his lawyer call him, and he said it was not neces- 
sary, that Ehrlichman was calling me and we ended up telling him to 
tell his lawyer to call me. 

Mr Dash. Did Mr. Kleindienst later speak to you about the same 
matter? 

Mr. Petersen. Mr. Kleindienst called me Sunday evening the day 
after and said, are you upset, and I said about what? He said about 
the Ehrlichman call. And I said no, I am not upset. I was a little mad 
but it was his mistake, not mine, that I thought it was highly indis- 
creet, and Kleindienst said, well, what is it all about, and I told him 
that we wanted Stans’ testimony under oath and he said, well, why 
don’t you come on down early in the morning. I have got to see 
Ehrlichman about this and you come on, you and Silbert come. on 
down and give me a briefing and we met, I think it was in my office 
at 8 o’clock the next morning and briefed Mr. Kleindienst on the 
status of the investigation. 

I told him there is no need for you to be concerned about me. No point 
going over to the White House and getting in a fight about me. He 
cannot do anything to me. We will get his testimony. 

I did discuss with Mr Silbert and Mr. Kleindienst whether or not 
we should make a concession. One of the concessions that we did make 
was that we would take his testimony and what I described as under 
grand jury conditions, that is, under oath, without his lawyer being 
present, in order to avoid publicity and 

Mr. Dash. Were you aware or did Mr. Kleindienst tell you about 
his telephone conversation with Mr. Ehrlichman? 

Mr, Petersen. No, sir. I never heard of that. Indeed, I did not know 
from whom he had learned of the conversation until very recently. 

Mr. Dash. You said you did agree on a concession. Could you tell us 
where was Mr. Stans interrogated ? 

Mr, Petersen. He was interrogated in my conference room by the 
prosecutors on the case with a reporter present and no one else. 

Mr. Dash. And not before the grand jury ? 

Mr. Petersen. No, sir. 

Mr. Dash. Who else, by the way, was given a similar concession 
during the investigation? 

Mr. Petersen. Colson, Kehrli, and Young. 

Mr. Dash. Colson, Kehrli, and 

Mr. Petersen. Young. 

Mi*. Dash. Was this requested by anybody in the White House? 

Mr. Petersen. I think it was requested by John Dean in order to 
avoid publicity. 

Mr. Dash. Is there any special reason? Is that the reason, to avoid 
publicity, that this concession was given to White House staff? 

Mr. Petersen. No. I don’t think — that is all. Frankly, Mr. Dash, 
one of the most difficult things I have had to do since I have been in 
the Justice Department are decisions with respect to public officials, 
because the concerns are tremendous. You err seriously if you don’t 
conduct an investigation where it should be conducted and if you do 
conduct an investigation where it should not be, you do a terrible dis- 
service to the public official involved. It is no help to sav, well, Mr, 
Public Official, we want you to know you have been cleared and we are 
sorry about all the publicity. That is a very serious thing and I have 
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Mr. Dorsen. During the summer of 1972, were you aware that Pat- 
rick Gray was making available to John Dean FBI teletypes and 
302’s? 

Mr. Kleindienst. No, sir. The first time I became aware of that was 
in the confirmation hearing of Mr. Gray to be the permanent Director 
of the FBI. 

Mr. Dorset. Had Mr* Dean spoken to you about the possibility of 
the FBI supplying to the White House such documents ? 

Mr. Kleindienst. Mr. Dean raised a question with both myself and 
Mr. Petersen. Both of us were very quick to tell him that we did not — 
that we would not give him raw investigative data from FBI files. I 
told him based upon his representation to us and my belief throughout 
this matter that he was counsel to the President; he represented him 
continually. He was dealing strictly with the President, that the Presi- 
dent had delegated him to more or less be responsible for an overview 
of the investigation insofar as it might relate to White House person- 
nel. I told Mr. Dean that since I had been in the Department of Jus- 
tice — I hadn’t been Attorney General but a week when this fantastic 
situation occurred — that it had always been my policy and one that 
was shared by Attorney General Mitchell, that only under the most 
restricted circumstances should raw FBI investigative data be given 
ta anybody. I believe I did indicate that we wouldn’t mind summariz- 
ing pertinent information that was relevant to his inquiry orally for 
him so that he could make a report to the President. I believe I also 
indicated that if there was a particular file that the President of the 
United States personally wanted to see, that I would be willing to take 
that file personally up to the President, sit down with the President 
^md let him look at it and then bring it back. 

Mr. Dorsen. During the summer of 1972, were you aware or made 
aware of a Saturday night phone call from Mr. John Ehrlichman to 
Henry Petersen? 

Mr. Kleindienst. In the summer of 1972 ? 

Mr. Dorsen. Summer or fall. 

Mr. Kleindienst. I do not know if it was an evening call, I became 
aware of a call that Mr. Ehrlichman made to Mr. Petersen I believe 
in the middle of the day, sometime between July 7 or 8 and August 8 
or 9, at a time when I was at the Pocono Lake Preserve in Pennsyl- 
vania with my family on a vacation. I became aware of such a call at 
that time. 

Mr. Dorset*. How did you become aware of it? 

Mr. Kleindienst. I became aware of the call because Mr. Ehrlich- 
man called me. He started the conversation out, I think, by saying 
either “Dick” or “General,” depending on the nature of the conversa- 
tion how he would address me. He said: “I have just talked to Henry 
Petersen and l am very upset about my conversation with him because 
I gave him an instruction which he refused to follow,” and I think my 
first reaction which was again rather abrupt and instantaneous was, 
“What were you doing talking to Henry Petersen in the first place and 
giving him instructions of any kind ?” and he said, “Never mind that, I 
asked him to have the FBI and U.S. Attorney s Office not harass Secre- 
tary Stans with respect to interrogations, not to harass the Secretary.” 

And I said, John, you have got to be out of your mind. What did 
ill*. Petersen say to you? Well, I think he said in a polite way he told 
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me to go to you know where, and I said, well, Mr. Ehrlichman, I think 
by that time I may have been calling him Mr. Ehrlichman, I said you 
are awfully lucky Henry Petersen is the kind of man that he is that he 
does not blow off the handle. I said if he resigned today and has a press 
conference and repeated your conversation with him you could prob- 
ably be involved m an obstruction of justice complaint, and I said 
Henry did exactly what I would expect him to do. Then I remember 
saying to Mr. Ehrlichman I never want you again to call up anybody 
in my Department and give them specific instruction. I said if you have 
something to convey to Mr. Petersen or anybody over there you can 
call me. He said well, I cannot reach you all the time, and I said well, 
John, we have transacted most of our business on the telephone, I had 
a telephone installed up here to be available to you and the President 
or anybody else 2£ hours a day. He said I will not agree to that, and I 
said all right, John, if you will not agree to that I will come down 
Monday, I would like to meet with you and the President, and if the 
President tells me that you have the authority and the power to give 
specific instructions to people in the Department of Justice then I will 
submit my resignation. At that point Mr. Ehrlichman then treated the 
matter lightly, do not get excited, I was only kidding, do not worry 
about it, it will never happen again, and I can say to you that it never 
did happen again. 

Mr. Dorsen. Am I correct that Mr. Stans did not actually appear 
before the grand jury? 

Mr. Kueindienst. That is my understanding* 

Mr. Dorsen. And how did that come about, in view of your con- 
versation with Mr. Ehrlichman ? 

Mr Kleindienst. That came about as a result of conferences that 
I had with Mr. Petersen. 

Mr. Petersen said that if you are dealing with persons of high posi- 
tion, persons of great notoriety or prestige, it is not uncommon, de- 
pending upon the circumstances, instead of having them appear before 
the grand jury directly, to have them interrogated by an Assistant 
U.S. Attorney or the U.S. Attorney with a court reporter and give 
them questions and get answers from them, otherwise the same ground 
rules would apply, they would not have a lawyer with them, their 
attorney could be in the next room, if they wanted to consult with 
their attorney they could step out and do that. He said that par- 
ticularly he saw no objection to it in view of the fact as of that time 
there was no evidence of any kind in our possession that would indi- 
cate culpability or criminal conduct on behalf of Mr. Stans. 

I have had very little experience with the grand jury procedure. 
I authorized that procedure with respect to Mr. Stans and I will take 
personal responsibility for it. 

Mr. Dorsen. Now, before I ask you your relationship with John 
Ehrlichman in reference to the Justice Department during this period, 
I would like to read a few sentences from John Dean’s testimony 
before this committee from page 2308. 


Throughout the Watergate investigation Haldeman and particularly Ehrlich- 
man, had complained about Mr. Kle^ndienst's passive roV in the investirmtion 
and prosecution. Haldemnn and Ehrlichman were both aware of the strained 
relationship between Kleindienst and the White House. I knew that Ehrlichman 
was riding hard on the Justice Department in an effort to undermine Mr. 
Kleindienst. I also knew from conferences with Kleindienst he had little affec- 
tion for Mr. Ehrlichman. 
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Commencing early in July of 1972, on three occasions, he voluntarily 
submitted himself to inquiries and discussions with FBI agents con- 
cerning the Watergate break-in and the Presidential election campaign. 

On August 2, 1972, Mr. Stans voluntarily appeared and gave sworn 
testimony to the assistant U.S. attorney for use before the Watergate 
grand jury here in Washington, D.C. 

“ Subsequently, Mr. Stans voluntarily appeared before the staff of 
the House Banking and Currency Committee and gave information 
with respect to campaign finances and cooperated with that committee. 

On six different occasions, in addition to submitting the official 
reports required of the committee, Mr. Stans gave affidavits and dis- 
cussed matters with representatives of the General Accounting Office 
concerning campaign finances and activities. He did everything he 
could to clarify matters. 

Again voluntarily, he went to New York and appeared before the 
U.S. attorney handling the grand jury investigations into the Vesco 
contribution to the campaign. He then also voluntarily appeared on 
two occasions before that grand jury and fully and candidly and 
completely testified as to the matters known to him to the best of 
his ability. 

In addition, on three occasions, he has given depositions in the civil 
litigation arising out of the campaign. He has also testified for the 
litigation in Florida, a criminal case down there. 

Subsequently, he appeared before the staff of this committee and 
on two occasions, gave them information concerning the campaign 
activities and finances, and he fully intended to appear voluntarily 
before this committee and to give it all the cooperation and assistance 
that he could. 

However, on May 10, the United States of America, of which this 
committee is apart, a coordinate branch, changed the whole situation. 
It brought an indictment against Mr. Stans, charging him with very 
serious crimes arising out of the campaign and his duties as chairman 
: of the finance committee. 

As you know, Mr. Stans pleaded innocent. 

Now, Mr. Stans is before this committee under subpena, with a 
direction to testify about his function as chairman of the Committee 
To Re-Elect the President. Inevitably, directly or indirectly, this 
hearing will influence any jury which might be called to hear the case 
in New York. This places Mr. Stans in an impossible position and a 
completely unfair one. Under our constitutional system and the 
fundamental laws of this land, an accused is entitled to a fair trial by 
an impartial jury, unimpeded by a deluge of publicity. In other words, 
as the Supreme Court said in Estes v. Texas , the concept of due process 
of law entitled the defendant to “both judicial serenity and calm.” 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the inevitable Kleig light of publicity which 
will result from Mr. Stans’ appearance here would preclude any ju- 
dicial serenity and calm at the trial now set, as I say, for September 1 1 
in New York. It would also tend to deny him the possibility of an 
impartial jury of the kind guaranteed by the sixth amendment. To 
paraphrase the language of the Supreme Court in Delaney v. U.S . 
(199 F. 2d. 107, 1st cir., 1952), Mr. Stans’ appearance before this 
committee and the television and other news media related thereto 
would accomplish additional investigation and extensive publicity 
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Senator Gurney. Have you ever discussed this Watergate affair 
or any aspect of it with the President of the United States? 

Mr. Stans. Only in the sense that the President and I met once 
during the campaign and I had one telephone call from him, both in 
August. 

Senator Gurney. Both when? 

Mr. Stans. In August of last year, in which he said that he was 
aware of the fact that I was receiving considerable punishment in 
the press for not answering their questions at the time. He said that 
he appreciated the sacrifice I was making in that respect but the 
matter would be over eventually, and he hoped that I could continue 
to take it. It was a pep talk, in other words, and that was the substance 
.o^the discussion over the telephone. 

Now, in the subsequent meeting about 10 days later in his office 
in the Executive Office Building I talked about some of the problems 
on fundraising with him, the pending nationwide dinner which was 
going to take place in September at which he was going to participate, 
and matters of that type but there was no discussion of the Watergate, 
of coverup or any subject of that type with the President. 

Senator Gurney. Do you know from any information from anybody 
else whether the President of the United States had any knowledge 
of Watergate or the coverup? 

Mr. Stans. I have absolutely no such information. 

Senator Gurney. Thank you, Mr. Stans. 

That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Ervin. Senator Inouye. 

Senator Inouye. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Secretary, a few moments ago you testified that you had met 
with Mr. Mitchell on June 23 and yesterday you suggested that it 
was possible you met with Mr. Mitchell on June 24. The break-in 
w T as on the 17th of June. On the 18th I believe all of the major papers 
in the United States had banner headlines about the Watergate 
break-in and you learned about that for the first time. Then, on the 
23d of June you testified you received a call from Mr. LaRue, I 
believe. Then, there were other banner headlines about moneys being 
traced through a bank and hundred dollar bills all over the place 
and the security chief of the Committee To Re-Elect the President 
being arrested as one of those found in the Watergate complex. Last 
week one of your associates, Mr. Sloan, testified that he was quite 
apprehensive about an $81,000 cash disbursement to Mr. Liddy and 
he testified that he conferred with you on this matter and wanted 
some indication from you that Mr. Magruder was authorized to make 
these cash payments. So you indicated that you w r ould look into this, 
and on June 24 you had a meeting with Mr. Mitchell, the Attorney 
General. 

Now, upon your return from the meeting this is what Mr. Sloan 
testified to, and I am quoting from the testimony: 

By “he” he means you, sir, “He returned from that meeting with 
Mr. Mitchell and he confirmed that Mr. Magruder continued to have 
this authority that I should pay these funds and with regard to my 
question of concern about his purpose he said T do not want to know 
and you do not want to know'.” 

Do you recall this, sir? 
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51. John Ehrlichman has testified that on July 31, 1972 Ehrlichman, 
John Dean and Attorney General Kleindienst met and discussed whether 
Jeb Magruder was involved in the break-in at the DNC and that shortly 
thereafter Ehrlichman discussed the meeting with the President. 
Kleindienst has testified he does not recall the meeting. In August, 
1972, after Magruder's testimony before the grand jury investigating 
the break-in at the DNC headquarters , Dean called Assistant Attorney 
General Henry Petersen to find out how Magruder had done when testi- 
fying. Petersen called Assistant United States Attorney Silbert and 
discussed Magruder' s testimony. Petersen has testified that he told 
Dean that while Magruder was a very articulate young man, nobody 
believed Magruder' s story that he did not know the purposes for which 
campaign funds had been spent. 
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I think you recognized that. 

Mr. Ehrlichman. I recall the last page of the second. I think that 
is my chopmark on the rest of it, although I don’t have any present 
recollection of it. 

The third one, Mr. Silbert’s internal memorandum in the Justice 
Department, has been shown to me, but I can’t vouch for it. 

Mr. Ervin. I will admit the first two papers as exhibits and the 
reporter will number them appropriately as such. 

[The documents referred to were marked exhibits Nos. 90 and 91.*] 

Senator Ervin. The third I will have marked for identification, but 
will not be admitted at this time. 

[The document referred to was marked exhibit No. 92 for identi- 
fication only and not for publication.] 

Mr. Dash. I do have other questions that I will not ask at this 
point. I have no further questions at the present time. 

Senator Ervin. Mr. Thompson. 

Mr. Thompson. Mr. Chairman, I do have one or two lines that I 
would like to pursue, and then with the chairman’s permission, per- 
haps after the members of the committee have questioned the witness, 
I’ll return to other lines. 

Mr. Ehrlichman, I understand that as of June 18, you knew that 
Mr. Hunt and Mr. Liddy had in fact broken into the DXC or al- 
legedly so and also that they were members of the White House staff. 
Is that correct ? 

Mr. Ehrlichman. No, I don’t believe so, Mr. Thompson. I think that 
sometime on the 19th, Mr. Dean told me about Liddy’s involvement. 
The only connection that I had with regard to Hunt was this call 
from the Secret Service that said that his name had been in the pos- 
session of one of the people caught in the Democratic headquarters 
and that the card or the paper or whatever it was, said “White Plouse” 
on it. 

Now, it wasn’t very many days after that before the link was made, 
I guess, but as of that day, I don’t think I knew that. 

Mr. Thompson. Mr. Dean has testified that Liddy also told him 
that Magruder was involved in some way, that Magruder pushed him. 
Also, Mitchell and LaRue and Mardian testified that they got essen- 
tially the same information from Liddy on June 21, I believe. Was 
any of this information imparted to you in June of 1972 concerning 
Mr. Magruder? 

“Hr. Ehrlichman. I can’t say, Mr. Thompson, whether it was or 
not. There came a time when there was a feeling that, at least on my 
part, based on what the — on what Mr. Dean was telling me about the 
unfolding of this thing, that Mr. Magruder may have had some in- 
volvement, and that culminated in a meeting with the Attorney Gen- 
eral at the end of July, on the 31st of July, where Magruder was 
specifically discussed. But just where in there I acquired information, 
I can’t tell you. 

Mr. Thompson. When you acquired this information, did you dis- 
cuss this information with the President? 

Mr. Ehrlichman. Well, as I say, I can’t say in the interim. I do 
recall discussing with the President the comments of the Attorney 
General and Mr. Dean arising out of our meeting on July 31. 

•See pp. 2643 and 2646. respectively. 
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Mr. Thompson-. Do you recall approximately when this conversa- 
tion took place? 

Mr. Ehrlich max. It would have been within a day or two aftei 
Hiaf .. It would have been in the first week in August. 

Mr. Thompson. First week: in August 

Mr. Eiirliciiman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Thompson. Was the first occasion ? 

Mr. Ehrlichman. I cannot say the first occasion, but it is the one 
that I have a recollection of. 

Mr. Thompson. Mr. Ehrlichman, let ine read to you the President’s 
statement of May 22, again which has been previously referred to, 
and give you a quotation from that statement. The President says: 

I wanted justice done with regard to Watergate but in the scale of national 
priorities with which I had to deal, and not at that time having any idea of 
the extent of political abuse which Watergate reflected, I also had to be deeply 
concerned with enduring, insuring that neither covert operations of the CIA 
nor the operations of the special investigations unit should be compromised. 

Mr. Ehrlichman. Excuse me, Mr. Thompson, could you tell me 
where you are reading from? I cannot quite hear you. 

Mr. Thompson. That is on page 5 of the President’s statement of 
May 22. 

ilr. Ehrlichman. Thank you. 

ilr. Thompson. It is the last full paragraph. 

Mr. Ehrlichman. Eight. 

Mr. Thompson. All right. 

Therefore, I instructed Mr. Haldeman and Mr. Ehrlichman to insure that the 
investigation of the break-in not expose either an unrelated covert operation 
of the CIA or the activities of the White House investigations unit, and to see 
that this was personally coordinated between General Walters, Deputy Director 
of the CIA. Mr. Gray of the FBI. It certaiuly was not my intent or my wish that 
the investigation of the Watergate break-in or of related acts be impeded in 
any way. 

Is that correct? Were you in fact given those instructions? 

Mr. Ehrlichman. We were asked to meet with the CIA people in 
the month of June, and Mr. Haldeman and I did that. At a point in 
time, I think some months in advance of the Watergate break-in, the 
President had made it very clear to me that the whole special unit 
activity was, he felt, impressed with the highest level of security clas- 
sification. It simply was not to be talked about and I had passed that 
along to Young and Ivrogli and others. But I do not recall ever talk- 
ing to either the CIA people or Mr. Gray about investigations which 
might lead to the special unit as such. 

Mr. Thompson. Prior to the break-in? 

Mr. Eiirliciiman. Either prior or subsequent, for that matter. 

Mr. Thompson. You talked on June 23 — you had a discussion with 
ilr. Helms and Mr. Walters, did you not ? 

Mr. Eiirliciiman. But it did not relate to the activities of the spe- 
cial unit with regard to the Pentagon Papers or anything like that. 

Mr. Thompson. But it related to CIA activities? 

Mr. Eiirliciiman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Thompson. Of course, the President refers in his statement to 
both CIA activities. 

Mr. Ehrlichman. And, as I say, I can say that we had the one jneet- 
ing with the CIA on the 1st. I do not recall any conversations or ef- 
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Is this a fair statement of your relationship with Mr. Ehrlichman? 

Mr. Kueixdiexst. I think the last statement Mr. Dean made at that 
time would have been subjective in nature. I do not think I had a feel- 
ing one way or the other in that way about Mr. Ehrlichman. I had 
had, generally speaking, a satisfactory working relationship with 
Mr. Ehrlichman. He had a very difficult assignment and role to ful- 
fill on behalf of the President of the United States. I often wondered 
how John Ehrlichman could really take onto himself the multitudi- 
nous chores and responsibilities that he did. I made it a point to the 
extent possible to work with and get along with everybody at the 
White House and indeed, in the Government, as a means by which I 
would discharge my responsibility in the Government. 

I did not know — nobody told me that I was not getting along with 
the White House. I have a personality and personality characteristics 
which people tell me can sometimes be irritating and I am sorry about 
that and I suppose I could have irritated people up there from time to 
time. So far as a passive vole at the Department of Justice, the decision 
that I made on June 17 when I became aware of this in terms of my 
role as the Attorney General was essentially this : That I should not do 
anything more or less in this as a major investigation than I would in 
any other case. In every other case that I ever was involved in at the 
Department of Justice of a criminal nature, I looked to Mr. Henry 
Petersen to be primarily responsible for the direction of the 
investigation. 

And let me say this about Mr. Petersen. I believe that Henry Peter- 
sen is the finest career lawyer that this country has ever had. In 
years of association with him I found him to be intelligent, fair, coura- 
geous, honest, dedicated to the administration of our criminal justice 
laws and I suppose that of all of the people that I was associated there 
with who would be under me in the Department I respected him more, 
looked to him more for advice and counsel, relied upon him more, and 
thanked the Lord constantly there was a man like Henry Petersen. 

My admiration for him was such, I believe Henry Petersen is the 
first career lawyer in the Department of Justice who was ever 
appointed by the President to be an Assistant Attorney General and I 
thought it was a great compliment to his career of service. Conse- 
quently, on any other, as I did on any other criminal matter, I looked 
to Henry Petersen, I probably saw him several times a day. I did not 
absolve myself of the ultimate responsibility as the Attorney General 
in the matter but I relied upon Henry and I got information from 
Henry Petersen. With the exception of one event, I never talked to 
Mr. Silbert, Mr. Glanzer, Mr. Campbell or the U.S. Attorney, I never 
gave them any direction. If there was a policy matter Mr. Petersen’ 
would submit to me which was proper for me to discharge as the 
Attorney General, I made those decisions. If they were right, I will 
take the credit for it and if they were wrong I will take the responsi- 
bility for it. That could have been to people 'at- the White House a 
passive role in the Watergate case. It is the role that I tried to pursue 
while I was there until Sunday, April 15, 1973. 

I Air. Dorsex. I would like to turn to a meeting that took place among 
I you, Mr. Dean, and Mr. Ehrlichman on July 31, 1972. Do you recall 
* that meeting? 

Mr. Kleixdiexst. Mr. Dean, Mr. Ehrlichman, and myself? 
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Mr. Dors ex. Yes. 

Mr. Kxexndiexst. Without something else to prod my memory I 
have no recollection of that. 

Mr. Dorsex. Well, I will read from page 5285 of Mr. Ehrlichman’s 
testimony before this committee : 

There eame a time when there was a feeling that, at least on my part, based 
upon what Mr. Dean was telling me about the unfolding of this thing, that Mr. 
Magruder may have had some involvement and that culminated in a meeting 
with the Attorney General at the eml of July, on July 21, where Magruder was 
specifically discussed, but just where in there I acquired information I can't 
tell you. 

Mr. Kleixdiexst. I have no recollection of any such meeting. The 
only recollection I have of anybody ever saying anything to me 
about Mr. Magruder was Mr. Pctei-sen's characterization to me after 
he appeared before the grand jury as a witness, that he said, Magruder 
just barely, you know, got by. As a result of our conversation, I 
gathered he meant by that that he didn’t sound like a credible witness. 

However, there was no other evidence available to the U.S. Attorney 
to contradict what he said and that is the only characterization of Mr. 
Magruder that I heard. 

Incidentally, Mr. Dorsen, let me make another gratuitous statement, 
if I may, and that is about these three young lawyers in the U.S. 
Attorney’s Office who conducted this investigation. To me those three, 
along with Mr. Petersen, arc the unsung heroes of the Watergate case. 
I think a lot of people should be given a lot of credit, the Senate, the 
press, Judge Sirica, but there haven’t been very many people around 
talking about these career people in my Department. 

These three young men were career lawyers. I believe that they are 
all Democrats. They were there before we came in. They were given 
this assignment bv the U.S. Attorney and they were never interfered 
with. Under very difficult circumstances, the obvious political notoriety 
of it, the problems with respect to the press, the interest of the Nation 
with respect to this terrible, reprehensible event that had occurred, 
imposed upon these young men a burden that few prosecutors, I think, 
have ever had. I had complete faith in them throughout this thing. I 
do today. And I hope someday that they will get the recognition that 
they really deserve for conducting a thorough, comprehensive investi- 
gation. 

And let me conclude my gratuity by this remark, that this case, it 
seems to me, was ultimately broken not by Magruder and Mr. Dean 
going to the Senate, or the press, or the judge, but by going to the 
U.S. Attorney’s Office in the District of Columbia, to Mi\ Silbert, Mr. 
Glanzcr, and Mr. Campbell, and giving them the information that 
really had unfolded this and brought us to the point where we ai*e 
today. 

Excuse the interruption but I wanted to make that testimony for 
some very fine men that I admire very much. 

Mr. Dorsex. All right, Mr. Kleiudienst. 

I would like to move ahead to February 22. 1973. and to your meet- 
ing with the President on that day and ask you if you can summarize 
for the committee what occurred. 

Mr. Ivueixoiexst. February 22, 1973. 

Mr. Dorsex. Correct. 
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might not stand up if indicted. I recall Haldeman asking me if I 
thought Magruder would stand up if indicted and 1 said no. I have 
always assumed it was a Presidential decision to keep Magruder on 
at the reelection committee. Following the decision, Ehrlichman and 
Haldeman indicated a greatly increased interest in Magruder s prob- 
lems. They were aware of the strategy to stop the involvement at 
Liddy, because I reported to them on the story that Magruder would 
tell, that is, that he did not know what Liddy was doing. They fre- 
quently asked me how Magruder was doing in relationship to the 
FBI and grand jury investigation. I also had calls from Mr. Larry 
Higby as to Magmder’s status. 

I do not know when I first learned of Magruder’s proposed testi- 
mony, but I did not know that it had already been formulated when I 
first heard it. I informed Haldeman and Ehrlichman of the story. We 
discussed it and no one was sure it would hold up. This discussion did 
occur before Mitchell resigned. We, of course, knew that it was a fab- 
ricated story. When I later learned that Mr. Porter would corroborate 
Mr. Magruder’s testimony, I informed Haldeman and Ehrlicliman of 
that. I had never heard Mr. Magruder’s story in full detail until just 
before his grand jury appearance, in mid-August 1972, when lie asked 
me if I would be a devil’s advocate and question him before he went 
before the grand jury. Magruder came to my office, as I recall, the day 
before his second grand jury appearance. He told me he had made the 
decision himself as to how he was going to handle his testimony and 
wanted me to ask him any and all questions I could think of. I spent 
about an hour or more questioning him. Shortly after I had this ses- 
sion with Magruder, Higby called me to tell me that Magruder had 
been to see him, to let Haldeman know he was ready. 

Following Magruder’s appearance before the grand jury I received 
a call from Higby requesting information for Haldeman as to how 
Magruder had done before the grand jury. I subsequently called Mr. 
Petersen, who said he would find out and call me back. Petei'sen called 
back and said he had made it through by the skin of his teeth. I called 
Haldeman and so informed him, and subsequently informed Mitchell 
and Magruder. I recall that Haldeman was very pleased, because this. 
,^>f course, meant that the investigation would not go beyond Liddy. 

In early September Paul O’Brien came to my office and informed me 
that there was an outstanding subpen a for Magruder’s diary. O’Brien 
said that Magruder’s diary reflected the meetings in Mitchell's office 
in January and February^ with Liddy, Magruder, Dean, and Mitchell. 
O’Brien also informed me that there had been discussion of destroying 
or altering the diary, but he did not think much of that. I agreed that 
to alter it would be impossible because it would be discovered by the 
FBI laboratory. 

I remember talking with Magruder and asking him why he kept a 
diary — being somewhat facetious. I told Magruder that he should talk 
with Mr. Mitchell about this, because he was probably going to have 
to turn the diary over. 

Long before the matter of Magruders diary had arisen, I had talked 
with Mitchell about the meetings in January and February in his 
office. I told him that- should it ever be necessary, I would testify that 
I knew that he had not approved anything at these meetings. It was 
after the matter of Magruder’s diary being subpenaed and Magruder' 
again being recalled to the grand jury that Mitchell requested that I 
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Mr. Petersen. I was not aware at all of the Dean meetings until tl: 
recent disclosures. I was aware that Mr. Gray was in touch with M 
Walters to try and dctcmiinc whether or not there was any CIA ii 
volvement in connection with the Mexican transactions. 

Mr. Dash. And he later 

Mr. Petersen. That is all. 

Mr. Dash. And he later reported to you he learned there was n 
CIA involvement? 

Mr. Petersen. That is right. 

Mr. Dasii. Now, did you ever discuss with Mr. 

Mr. Petersen. Mr. Dash, I guess I ought 1 o qualify that. I thin 
that is in the record, that there is some CIA assistance with respec 
to E. Howard Hunt and there may have been — but on the direct ques 
tion with respect to the Mexican transaction, no. 

Mr. Dash. Yes, and Mr. Petersen, I am confining these question; 
now to the very early period within actually a week or so after th 
» break-in. I think the testimony before the committee is that Mr. Helm 

spoke to Mr. Gray on June 22 and said there was no CIA involvemen 
and the meetings between Mr Haldeman, Mr. Ehrliclunan, Ambassa 
dor Helms, and Mr. Walters was on June 23, and then shortly after 
wards, in fact, on the same day, on June 23, General Walters spoke t< 

Mr. Gray. It is in that area, that time period, that I am directing m 3 
questions. 

Mr. Petersen. I had no such instructions. 

O r. Dasii. Did you ever discuss with Mr, Dean, Mr. Magruder’s 
earance before the grand jury ? 

Mr. Petersen. John Dean called me at the time of Magruder^ 
appearance before the grand jury and asked how Magruder made out. 

I did not know and I called Earl Silbert and he said, well, j ? ou know, 
as you all know, he is a very articulate young man and he described 
him, he made a good witness in his own behalf, but, Henry, nobody 
I believes the story about the money. And, you know, that i& — in those 
I words are what I told Mr. Dean. 

Mr. Dasii. Did you know T what that was all about? 

Mr. Petersen. Well, we were focusing on the money, Mr Dash. 
Maybe it is a poor boy syndrome but we could not imagine how $350,- 
000 was just tossed out and nobody wants to know vdiere it went or 
v r hat it was used for and, of course, the grand jury had the poor boy 
syndrome, too, I guess. The}' could not understand that either. 

Mr. Dash. Were you aware of the fact that Mr. Sloan told the prose- 
cutor, Mr. Silbert, of Mr Magruder’s effort to have him pick a different 
sum of money that lie paid to Mr. Liddy? 

Mr. Petersen. I w as not aware of it at the time. I was subsequent 1}' 
aw are of that and, of course, talked to Earl Silbert about it and they 
went into the grand jur 3 T . 

Mr. Dash. You say subsequently. Was that prior to the indictment ? 
Mr. Petersen. I think after, Mr. Dash, but what it came down to is 
it w^as one on one. There it w^as a conflict. Sloan w~as a good witness in 
other respects. 

Mr. Dash. Actually, you said that Mr. Dean called you about how 
Mr. Magruder made out. This w r as, I take it, after his final appearance 
before the grand jury? 
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was not telling the truth, but for a prosecutor we have to go beyond 
that. We did not have any evidence to suggest it. He got on the stand, 
told his story, told his story to the grand jury. We could not refute it. 
I did not like the story but I did not have any evidence. All I could 
say is it does not add up. 

"Senator Inouye. Mr. Dean in a statement before this committee 
testified that he called you after Mr. Magruder’s appearance before 
the grand jury in August of 1972. Did he call you, sir ? 

Mr. Petersen. Yes, sir, he did. 

Senator Inouye. He further testified that he asked you how Mr, 
Magruder’s testimony went and you were supposed to have responded 
that Mr. Magruder had made it through “by the skin of his teeth.” 

Mr. Petersen. That is not correct. I remember the conversation very 
well because, I did not know the answer when Dean called. I had to 
call Silbert. I did call Silbert and Silbert said, he is an articulate 
young man. He made a good appearance, good witness in his own 
behalf, but nobody believes the story about the money. But there is 
no— the grand jury did not. They just — they were — again, that over- 
states it but they were uncomprehending how such a large sum of 
money could be given to a man and he had no requirements to file 
records or to account for it or explain to his superiors how it was spent, 
and that is the statement that I gave to Mr. Dean. He made a good 
witness but the grand — nobody believes his money story. And that was 
where we were focusing our efforts. That is where we were concerned 
because the records had been destroyed. 

Senator Inouye. I will read the full paragraph and if I may have 
your comments. 


Following Magruder’s appearance before the grand jury I received a call from 
Higby requesting information for Haldeman as to liow Magruder had done 
before the grand jury. I subsequently called Mr. Petersen who said be would find 
out and call me back. Petersen called back and said he had made it through by 
the skin of his teeth. I called Haldeman and so informed him and subsequently, 
informed Mitchell and Magruder. I recall that Haldeman was very pleased 
because this meant that the investigation w*ould not go beyond Licldy. 


Mr. Petersen. I mean, I have no comment except that the obstruc- 
tion was successful, Senator. I mean, that is what it was. We had lying 
witnesses, and, of course, that is the problem with the forthcoming 
prosecution. You have got people who have lied two or three times 
allude r oath. 

Senator Inouye. In July of 1972, soon after the break-in, Mr. Alfred 


Baldwin, who was in the hotel, I believe advised the prosecutors that 
on May 30 two bugs had been placed in the Democratic National 
Committee headquarters. 

Mr. Petersen. I am not sure of that. Senator, 


Senator Inouye. And after the arrest thev found one bug in Larry 
O’Brien’s telephone. Mr. Baldwin had notified your prosecutors that 
the other one was in Mr. Spencer Oliver’s telephone. For some reason 
that telephone was not searched. 

On September 13 the C. & P. Telephone Co. made a sweep and found 
this bug and a few days later the Vice President of the United States 
and the Attorney General suggested that this bug had been placed in 
there by Democrats to confuse the issue and embarrass the 
Republicans. 
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Senator Hart* Would you have any notes that might 
enable you to be more precise on that? 

Mr. Silbert. No, I don*t. I have checked on that,. 
Senator, and whatever notes I would have basically I have 
turned all of my materials over to the Special Prosecutor. 

But with respect to post-indictment conversations with Sloan, 
that I would not have kept notes about that and I know that 
this conversation which I have just alluded took place not 
before the return of the indictment, as I recall, but after, 
that is, whether or not he should take the Fifth.* It was 
in a pre-trial context of getting his testimony ready and 
I would not have taken notes. 

Senator Hart. Magruder testified before the Grand Jury. 
What were the circumstances of Mr. Petersen calling you to 
find out how Magruder had done? 

Q 

Did you know he was calling at John Dean's request? 

Mr. Silbert. No. 

Senator Hart. Or he was going to tell John Dean whatever 
evaluations you gave him? 

Mr. Silbert. The answer to both of those questions. 
Senator, is no. 

Senator Hart. Dean testified that Petersen told him 

Magruder had, this is a quote, "Made it through by the skin 

of his teeth." Mr. Petersen testified that you said, Henry, 
nobody believed him about the money. 
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What is your recollection of what. you said? 

Mr. Silbert. I don T t recall using the phrase "the 
skin of the teeth" at all. That is not an expression I 
normally use. 

I don’t recall actually putting it as strongly as 
nobody believed him. My recollection is basically what I 
think what I put in ray prosecutive memorandum , that there 
were problems because of , the way I would put it, the disturbi: 
vagueness of his testimony, and he had an explanation for 
that and he gave it to the Grand Jury and I think their 
reaction was the same as mine, you know, it was vague, and 
perhaps to use Mr. Petersen’s phrase, it may have been our 
joint "poor boy" syndrome. 

Magruder kept saying that and he was examined at 
length about this in the Grand Jury. Well, did you get 
any accounting from Liddy for this $250,000 authorization? 

Not really. Why not? He was the expert in these matters. 

I was interested in advertising. That was ray skill. If 
you ask me about advertising, how money was spent, I kept 
close tabs on that because I know and I am familiar with it. 
But investigations, intelligence, I don't know anything 
about that. 

That was Mr. Liddy' s expertise or area of expertise 
and he and I didn't get along, I was afraid of him, we 
operated on a different premise, we didn’t communicate that 
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well, and $250,000 was not that important to me. I was 
dealing with $35 million, $10 million for advertising. 

And as I said, there was a vagueness about that testimony 
and that is what I tried to relay, I believe, to Mr. Peter- 
sen. 

There was a disturbing vagueness about his testimony 
but that we had nothing substantive to counteract it to show 
that it was wrong, to show it was false or it was inaccurate. 

Senator Hart. Ultimately, though, you decided to 
use Magruder as a key trial witness? 

Mr. Silbert. Well, Senator, you put that phrase "key" 
on it. He was a witness. We did rely on him toqether with 
Porter f to explain how Liddy got that money. But, for 
example, in my closing argument, which was 63 pages long, 

I think I referred to Magruder once. So that how you classify 

e 

a witness "key" or not "key," you know that is a question of 
judgment. Senator. 

Senator Hart. In light of this magnificent hindsight 
I am engaging in, would you have done it the same way? 

Mr. Silbert. If I knew he was committing perjury? 

Of course, not. 

Senator Hart. At the trial Judge Sirica elicited 
from Mr. Sloan testimony substantially as follows: 

Sloan said when Magruder asked him to pay substantial 
sums to Liddy, Sloan checked with his boss, Mr. Stans. 
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52. At the end of August 1972 John Ehrllchman met with the • 
President and discussed what public statements the President should 
make about the White House and CRP Involvement In the June 17th break- 
in. The President decided that he would state that there was no In- 
volvement of present White House employees. On August 29, 1972 In 
a press conference the President stated that John Dean, under the 
President’s direction, had conducted a complete Investigation of all 
leads that might Involve any present menbers of the White House 
staff or anybody In the Government. The President said, "I can say 
categorically that his Investigation Indicates that no one In the 
White House staff, no one In this Administration, presently employed, 
was Involved In this very bizarre Incident." John Dean has denied 
conducting that Investigation. The President also stated that the 
FBI and the Department of Justice had had the total cooperation of 
the White House and that CRP was continuing Its Investigation. 

— — — Page 


52.1 John Ehrllchman testimony, 7 SSC 2726 588 

52.2 President Nixon news conference, August 29, 1972, 

8 Presidential Documents 1306 589 

52.3 John Dean testimony, Watergate Grand Jury, November 
19, 1973, 48-50 (received from Watergate Grand 

Jury) .590 


( 587 ) 



52. 1 JOHN EHRLICHMAN TESTIMONY 3 JULY 26 3 1973 3 7 SSC 2726 

2726 

tually the management elements of the campaign and then, as I say, I 
left earlier than the others about a week or 10 days to go and look 
after the platform. 

My belief, and I am only stating my belief, my assumption is that 
prior to the commencement of the convention that idea was set aside 
as a poor idea because the Watergate was not our issue. It was their 
issue, and one did not talk about their issue. One only talked about 
our issues, and that we would be prejudicing the rights of individuals 
who might be involved, and we could not do that, and there were other 
reasons of that kind that were apparently advanced in discussion, and 
it simply didn’t ever get off the ground. 

Well, I didn’t forget the idea. After our convention, when the Pres- 
ident went to California, it seemed to me still very legitimate for us 
to make very clear the fact that the White House was not involved, 

I even if we could not take the other leg of the argument and say that 
the Committee To Re-Elect had had a similar investigation itself. So 
I discussed this with the President. He agreed that this would be a 
very good thing. He questioned me closely on how certain he could 
be of the soundness of that assertion and I told him what I knew dating 
from July 31 through any subsequent events, and I vouched to him 

L that everything that had been reported to me corroborated that what 
he was about to say if he were asked at this press conference, and so 
on August 29 he went out and spoke as to the White House only with 
regard to this. 

Now, by way of some corroboration, if it is needed on the matter 
of the Committee To Re-Elect side, Mr. Dean, in fact, wrote up a 
few pages of what Clark MacGregor might say if he did go out and 
have a press conference on this subject. Either on the date I suggested 
or some other date, and Mr. MacGregor, I think, does remember hav- 
ing received that memo, it was his opinion that it was very bland, 
innocuous, and did not make a case convincingly. Mr. MacGregor had 
conducted his own inquiry at the committee and had interviewed 
everybody in the hierarchy over there, and had more or less satisfied 
himself, but he did not feel he was in a position to personally vouch. 

Senator Gttrxey, Just one question there. At that time, of course, 
you knew that Mr. Dean and Mr. Kalmbach were engaged in raising 
money to pay these defendants, and we will use their version, for legal 
fees and family support. Now, there was certainly some White House 
involvement in this business whether it was legal or illegal, it was 
White House involvement. Did you ever tell the President about that? 

Mr. Ehrlichmax. I do not know that I ever did, Senator, and I 
think the inquiry here— and I do not think this is an artificial dis- 
tinction — that the whole focus here at this time was on how this thing 
happened, and we were talking about this thing being the break-in. 

I do not think that there was anybody who really felt that there was, 
at least I did not feel that there was any kind of a coverup going on 
at that time. I did not — it just did not dawn on me and I considered 
what Mr. Kalmbach was doing perfectly proper. But the President 
spoke to the question, “How did this break-in occur?” And he said. 
“Nobody in the White House had anything to do with the planning 
or discussion of this break-in,” which was the subject that everybody 
was focusing on at that point in time and in which Mr. Dean’s investi- 
gation went to. 
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Withdrawal of United States 
Troops From Vietnam 

Statement by the White House Press Secretary 
Announcing the Withdrawal of Additional Troops . 
August 29, 1972 

The President asked me to announce this morning that 
after consultation with the Government of the Republic of 
Vietnam, and after a thorough review of the Indochina 
situation, President Nixon has decided to continue our 
withdrawal program to an authorized level of 27,000 by 
December 1, 1972. 

This new level of 27,000 which will be achieved by De- 
cember 1, 1972, will bring the total number of troops 
withdrawn by President Nixon to 522,000 or 95 percent 
of the authorized level when President Nixon took office. 

note: Press Secretary Ronald L. Ziegler made the statement at his 
morning news conference on Tuesday, August 29, 1972, at San Cle- 
mente, Calif. It was not issued in the form of a White House press 
release. 

THE PRESIDENT’S 
NEWS CONFERENCE OF 
AUGUST 29, 1972 

The President. We will go right ahead with your ques- 
tions, because I know you want to cover perhaps some 
international as well as domestic matters, including, I 
understand, for the first time, political matters. 

Handling of Campaign Funds 

Q. Mr. President, are you personally investigating the 
mishandling of some of your campaign funds, and do you 
agree with former Secretary’ Connally that these charges 
are harmful to your reelection? 

The President. Well, I commented upon this on other 
occasions, and I will repeat my position now. 

With regard to the matter of the handling of campaign 
funds, we have a new law here in which technical viola- 
tions have occurred and are occurring, apparently, on both 
sides. As far as we are concerned, we have in charge, in 
Secretary Stans, a man who is an honest man and one who 
is very meticulous, as I have learned from having him as 
my treasurer and finance chairman in two previous cam- 
paigns, in the handling of matters of this sort. 

Whatever technical violations have occurred, certainly 
he will correct them and will thoroughly comply with the 
law. He is conducting any investigation on this matter, 
and conducting it very, very thoroughly, because he 
doesn’t want any evidence at all to be outstanding, indicat- 
ing that we have not complied with the law. 


Investigations of Contributions and Watergate 
Case 

Q. Mr. President, wouldn’t it be a good idea for a 
special prosecutor, even from your standpoint, to be 
appointed to investigate the contribution situation and 
also the Watergate case? 

The President. With regard to who is investigating 
it now, I think it would be well to notice that the FBI is 
conducting a full field investigation. The Department of 
Justice, of course, is in charge of the prosecution and pre- 
senting the matter to the grand jury. The Senate Banking 
and Currency Committee is conducting an investigation. 
The Government Accounting Office, an independent 
agency, is conducting an investigation of those aspects 
which involve the campaign spending law. Now, with 
all of these investigations that are being conducted, I 
don’t believe that adding another special prosecutor would 
serve any useful purpose. 

The other point that I should make is that these inves- I 
tigations, the investigation by the GAO, the investigation I 
by the FBI, by the Department of Justice, have, at my I 
direction had the total cooperation of the — not only the 
White House — but also of all agencies of the Govern- 
ment. In addition to that, within our own staff, under my 
direction, Counsel to the President, Mr. Dean, has con- 
ducted a complete investigation of all leads which might 
involve any present members of the White House Staff 
or anybody in the Government. I can say categorically 
that his investigation indicates that no one in the White 
House Staff, no one in this Administration, presently 
employed, was involved in this very bizarre incident. 

^At the same time, the committee itself is conducting its 
own investigation, independent of the rest, because the 
committee desires to clear the air and to be sure that as 
far as any people who have responsibility for this cam- . 
paign are concerned, that there is nothing that hangs over 
them. Before Mr. Mitchell left as campaign chairman he 
had employed a very good law firm with investigatory t 
experience to look into the matter. Mr, MacGregor has I 
continued that investigation and is continuing it 
will say in that respect that anyone on the campaign com- 
mittee, Mr. MacGregor has assured me, who does not 
cooperate with the investigation or anyone against whom 
charges are leveled where there is a prim a facie case that 
those charges might indicate involvement will be dis- 
charged immediately. That, of course, will be true also of 
anybody in the Government. I think under these circum- 
stances we are doing everything we can to take this inci- 
dent and to investigate it and not to cover it up. What 
really hurts in matters of this sort is not the fact that they 
occur, because overzealous people in campaigns do things 
that are wrong. What really hurts is if you try to cover it 
up. I would say that here we are, with control of the 
agencies of the Government and presumably with con- 
trol of the investigatory agencies of the Government with 
the exception of the GAO, which is independent. We have 
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Q And what did you cell Mr. Ehrliehman? 

A Well, I reported to Mr. Ehrliehman everything that 
Liddy had told me and I recall recounting back to him, trying 
to put all the pieces I had available at that point together, 
by telling him about the meetings. .which had occurred in the 
Attorney General's Office in January and February of '72. 

. Q Those were the meetings at which Liddy presented 
his intelligence programs? 

A That's correct. 

Q Did Mr. Ehrliehman again mention that he was going 
to meet with Mr. Colson later that afternoon? 

A He did. He mentioned that Mr. Colson was seeking 
a meeting and that he wanted me to be present in that meeting 
when it took place. 

Q Did Mr. Ehrliehman also mention to you, on June 19th 
at some time, that you ought to contact the Justice Department 
to find out what was going on in the investigation? 

A Yes, he did. 

Q And what did you do about that, if anything? 

A I called Mr. Kleindienst and had a conversation with 

Mr. Kleindienst and I later saw Mr. Kleindienst. 

Q Now, during these first few conversations with Mr. 
Ehrliehman, after the Watergate break-in, did he instruct you 
to conduct an investigation and to determine whether anyone 
in the White House was responsible or had knowledge of the 
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Watergate break-in? Give you a specific instruction to con- 
duct a Watergate investigation? 

A I wouldn't say it was an instruction to conduct an 
investigation. He just told me to keep my eyes and ears open 
and learn what I could. 

Q Did Mr. Ehrlichman, or anyone else in the White 
House, ever give you a specific instruction to conduct an 
investigation into this matter, telling you that it was your 
responsibility to make a determination of the facts and deter- 
mine whether anyone in the White i House was involved or re- 
sponsible? 

A Well, I wouldn f t say that it was really until late 
August, when it was reported that I had conducted such an in- 
vestigation, that there ever became any semblence of 6uch an 
investigation and, after that, when it had been put on the 
public record that I had conducted an investigation, I began 
to pretend like I had conducted an investigation. 

But T am unaware of ever being instructed to do an 
investigation, because I would have proceeded much differently 
if I was investigating. I was merely sort of catch as catch 
can . 

Q Was this — did it naturally fall to you, as counsel 
to the President, as a person who had had formal liaison with 
the Justice Department, and the informal contacts there, to be 
the person at the White House most aware of what was going on 
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in the Watergate investigation? 

A Well, with things like this, what would generally 
happen is that after Mr. Haldeman and Mr. Ehrlichman would 
either lose interest or get consumed in something else, it 
would fall to me to be the man to follow up and continue the 
liaison and keep them abreast of what I was learning. 

Q Are you speaking now about legal matters and Justice) 
Department matters, generally? 

A No, I can't say that generally, no, because, for 
example, antitrust areas were something I very seldom got 
into. 

Q I mean you are not speaking simply of Watergate? 

A No, I'm not. I'm thinking of other instances where 
things were rather active for a while and they die off. I'm 
thinking of the Lithuanian defecter problem, where everyone 
had their hands in it for a while and then, when it fell to 
the daily job of keeping abreast of what was happening, when 
it wasn't in the headlines, that was my job. 

I'm thinking of the Calley case, where there was a 
great flurry of activity, and when it got down to, you know, 
following daily what indeed was happening to Mr. Calley, that 
was my office. That's the way things generally happened there 

Q Now, on June 19th, did you also have a meeting with 
Gordon Strachan? 

A Yes, I did. 
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John Dean. Certain subjects were discussed In the course of the 
September 15, 1972 meeting: 
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53.1 TRANSCRIPT OF SEPTEMBER 15, 1972 MEETING 


PRESIDENT: 

HALDEMAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

PRESIDENT: 
HALDEMAN : 

PRESIDENT: 


TRANSCRIPT PREPARED BY THE IMPEACHMENT INQUIRY 
STAFF FOR THE HOUSE JUDICIARY COMMITTEE OF A RE- 
CORDING OF A MEETING AMONG THE PRESIDENT, H. R. 
HALDEMAN AND JOHN DEAN ON SEPTEMBER 15, 1972 


[Unintelligible ] 

John, he is one of the quiet guys that gets a lot done. 
That was a good move, too, bringing Dean in. But it r s — 

It — He’ll never, he’ll never gain any ground for us. 
He’s just not that kind of guy. But, he’s the kind that 
enables other people to gain ground while he’s making 
sure that you don’t fall through the holes. 

Oh. You mean — 

Between times, he’s doing, he’s moving ruthlessly on 
the investigation of McGovern people, Kennedy stuff, 
and all that too. I just don’t know how much progress 
he’s making, ’cause I — 

The problem is that’s kind of hard to find. 
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HALDEMAN: 


PRESIDENT: 

HALDEMAN: 

PRESIDENT: 


HALDEMAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

HALDEMAN: 

PRESIDENT: 


Chuck, Chuck has gone through, you know, has worked on 
the list, and Dean’s working the, the thing through 
IRS and, uh, in some cases, I think, some other 
[unintelligible] things. He’s — He turned out to be 
tougher than I thought he would, which is what 

Yeah. 

is — 

You put anybody else that you want to run in in the 
morning, you can. [Unintelligible] I’m going to stick 
around here for awhile. I don't think I can do this 
finance group in the morning. I think it's too quick 
after the Watergate. Let's do it next Monday or Tuesday. 
That ought to be about it. 

Let me check and see. 

You fcnow who he’s, uh [unintelligible] 

There isn't, I don’t think, anything pending, but I'll 
check . 

You know, we ought to get something together. Shriver's 
put out his financial statement now, too. While you're 
at it, I'd deliberately raise mine other than in 
[ unint elligib le ] 
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HALDEMAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

HALDEMAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

HALDEMAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

HALDEMAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

HALDEMAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

HALDEMAN: 


Oh yeah, we're pushing that hard. The Vice President 
was delighted with that. 

Did he get the point? 

Yeah absolutely. 

[Unintelligible], Now we want — in that regard, I don't 
think he [unintelligible] wife, did she? 

I don't know, but I would guess his wife probably doesn't 
have any and so it won't make any difference. 

Make any dif — she might. 

She must. 

Make him report it. 

But this Shriver one, we — 

The Shriver one, the — Yeah. She'll have to report 
[unintelligible] to the organization [unintelligible] 
trust. 

Yeah, it's all in trust. She only has about twenty 
thousand dollars. Kennedy put his stocks up, tried 
for the trust to put, you know, what it was worth. 

[Dean enters room] 
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PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 
HALDEMAN : 
DEAN: 

HALDEMAN : 
DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 
HALDEMAN: 
DEAN: 
HALDEMAN : 
DEAN: 
HALDEMAN : 


Hi, how are you? 

Yes sir. 

Well, you had quite a day today, didn't you? You got, 
uh, Watergate, uh, on the way, huh? 

Quite a three months. 

How did it all end up? 

Uh, I think we can say "Well” at this point. The, uh, 
the press is playing it just as we expect. 

Whitewash? 

No, not yet; the, the story right now — 

It's a big story. 

Yeah. 

{Unintelligible] 

Five indicted, 

Plus , 

They're building up the fact that one of — 
plus two White House aides. 

Plus, plus the White House former guy and all that. 
That's good. That, that takes the edge off whitewash 

- 4 - 


35-780 0 - 74 - 39 


( 597 ) 



SS.l TRANSCRIPT OF SEPTEMBER IS, 1972_MEETING 


really — which — that was the thing Mitchell kept 
saying that. 


PRESIDENT: Yeah. 


HALDEMAN: that to those in the country, Liddy and, and, uh. Hunt 

are big men. 

DEAN: That's right. 

PRESIDENT: Yeah. They're White House aides. 

DEAN: That's right. 

HALDEMAN: And maybe that — Yeah, maybe that's good. 

PRESIDENT: How did MacGregor handle himself? 


DEAN: I think very well. He had a good statement. Uh, he said 

that the, uh, the Grand Jury indictment speaks for itself 
and that, uh, it's now time to realize that some apologies 
may be due. 

HALDEMAN: Fat chance. [Laughs] 

DEAN: Yeah. [Unintelligible]. 

PRESIDENT: We couldn't do that [unintelligible] just remember all 

the trouble they gave us on this. We'll have a chance 
to get back at them one day. How are you doing on 
your other investigations? Your — How does this 
{unintelligible] 
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DEAN: 

HALDEMAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

HALDEMAN: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 


PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 


How does this [unintelligible] 

[Unintelligible] end of the, uh 
What’s happened on the bug? 

Hard, hard to find — on the what? 

The bug. 

The second bug. There was another bug found in the phone 
of, uh, the first — 

You don’t think it was one left over from the previous 
job? 

We’re — Absolutely not. The, the Bureau has, uh, 
checked and re-checked. The man who checked the phone 
first said that his first check was thorough and it was 
not there in the instrument [clears throat] and that indeed 
it had to be planted after — 

What the hell do you think is involved? What’s your 
guess? 

I think the DNC planted it, quite clearly. 

You think they did it? 
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DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

HALDEMAN: 

DEAN: 

HALDEMAN: 

DEAN: 

HALDEMAN : 
DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 


53.1 TRANSCRIPT OF SEPTEMBER 15. 1972 MEETING 
Uh huh. 

Deliberately? 

{Unintelligible] 

Well, what in the name of Christ — who do they think — 
that anybody was — They really [unintelligible] want to 
believe that we planted that? 

Did they get anything on the fingerprints? 

No they [unintelligible] 

There weren't any? 

neither on the telephone or on the, uh, on the bug. The, 
uh, well, the FBI has unleashed a full blast investigation 
over at the DNC starting with O'Brien right now. 

[Laughs] Using the same crews now that they have 
nothing to do in Washington. 

[Unintelligible] the same Washington Field Office. 

What are they doing? Asking them what kind of questions? 

Anything that they can think of because what happened, 
0 ? Brien has charged the Bureau with failing to, uh, 
find all the, all the bugs, whenever [unintelligible] 
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HALDEMAN: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 


SZA TRANSCRI PT OF SEPTEMBER 15, 1972 MEETING 
Good, that 1 11 make them mad* 

So, so, Gray is pissed now and his people are kind of 
pissed off. So they're moving in because their reputa- 
tion's on the line. That's, uh, do you think that's a 
good development? 

I think that's a good development because it makes it 
look so God damned phony, doesn't it? The whole — 

Absolutely. 

Or am I wrong? 

No, no sir. It, it — 

r*— ■ looks silly. 

If we can, if we can find that the DNC planted that, the 
whole story is going to — the whole — just will reverse. 

But how could they, how could you possibly find it, 
though? 

Well, there's a way. They're, they're trying to ascertain 
who made the bug. 

Oh. 

If they — Xt*s a custom-made product. 
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PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 


PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

HALDEMAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

HALDEMAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

HALDEMAN: 


53 T 7 TRANSCRIPT OF SEPTEMBER 15 3 1972 MEETING 
Oh . 

If they can get back to the man who manufactured it, 
then they can find out who he sold it to, and how it 
came down through the chain. 

Boy, you know, you never know. When those guys get 
after it, they can find it. They — 

The resources that have been put against this whole 
investigation to date are really incredible. It f s 
truly a, it's truly a larger investigation than was 
conducted against, uh, the after inquiry of the JFK 
assassination. 

Oh. 

And good statistics supporting that. Kleindienst is 
going to have a — 

Isn't that ridiculous though? 

What is? 

This silly ass damn thing. 

Yeah. 

That kind of resources against — 
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PRESIDENT: 

HALDEMAN: 

PRESIDENT: 


DEAN: 


HALDEMAN: 

PRESIDENT: 


DEAN: 

PRESIDENT : 


DEAN: 


HALDEMAN : 


DEAN: 


PRESIDENT: 


HALDEMAN: 


Yeah for Christ's sake [unintelligible] 

Who the hell cares? 

Goldwater put it in context, he said "Well, for 
Christ's sake, everybody bugs everybody else. We 
know that." 

That was, that was priceless. 

Yeah. I bugged — 

Well, it's true. It happens to be totally true. 
[Unintelligible] 

We were bugged in 1 68 on the plane and bugged in ' 62 , 
uh, even running for Governor. God damnedest thing you 
ever saw. 

It was a shame that, that, evidence to the fact that that 
happened in '68 was never preserved around. I understand 
that only the former Director had that information. 

No, that's not true. 

There was direct evidence of it? 

Yeah. 

There's others who have that information. 
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Others know it . 

DeLoach? 

DeLoach, right. 

I f ve got some stuff on it, too, in the bombing halt study. 
T Cause it T s all — that's why, the, the stuff I've got 
we don't — 

The difficulty with using it, of course, is that it 
reflects on Johnson. 

Right. 

He ordered it. If it weren't for that, I'd use it. Is 
there any way we could use it without reflecting on 
Johnson? How — Now, could we say, could we say that the 
Democratic National Committee did it? No, the FBI did 
the bugging , though • 

That's the problem. 

Is it going to reflect on Johnson or Humphrey? 

Johnson. Humphrey didn't do it. 

Humphrey didn't do it? 

Oh, hell no. 
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He was bugging Humphrey, too. [Laughs] 

Oh, God damn. 

[Laughs ] 

Well, on the other hand, maybe, uh — I’ll tell you who 
to call. I want you to ask Connally. Whatever he thinks, 
maybe we ought to just, just let that one fly. I mean, 

I don’t think he will, I don’t think he will [unintelligible] 
Johnson. [Unintelligible]. And also it reflects on the 
Bureau. [Unintelligible] 

[Unintelligible] 

They, they, they hate to admit that — 

It’s a rough one on them with, with all this stuff about 
they don’t do Congressmen, and all that 

That’s right. 

sort of stuff [unintelligible] 

I — 

do a presidential [unintelligible] 

It isn’t worth it. It isn’t worth it, damn it. It isn’t 
worth — the hell with it. What is the situation on your, 
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uh, on the, on the little red box? Did they find what 
the hell that, that is? Have they found the box yet? 

Gray has never had access to the box. He is now going to 
pursue the box. I spoke with him just, just about, uh, oh, 
thirty minutes ago and Pat said, M I don f t know about the box. 
Uh, don't know where it is now. We never had an oppor- 
tunity before, when it was, first, uh, released in the press 
there was a box, to go in. But," he said, "I think we 
have grounds now to go in and find out what it's all 
about . 11 

The last public story was that she handed it over to 
Edward Bennett Willi ams 

That's right. 

Perhaps the Bureau ought to go over — 

The Bureau ought to go into Edward Bennett Williams and 
let's start questioning that son-of-a-bitch. Keep him 
tied up for a couple of weeks. 

Yeah, I hope they do. They — The Bureau better get 
over pretty quick and get that red box. We want it * 
cleared up* [Unintelligible] 

That's exactly the way I, I gave it to Gray. I, uh, uh — 
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PRESIDENT: 
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PRESIDENT: 
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We want it cleared up. We want to get to the bottom 
of it. If anybody is guilty over here we want to know. 

[Unintelligible] in the news. [Laughs] 

Another interesting thing that’s developed is, regarding 
the private litigation we’ve got is, uh, the Stans’ libel 
action was assigned to Judge Richey. 

Oh, Christ. 

Well, now, that’s good and bad. Uh, Judge Richey is 
not known to be one of the intellects on the bench. 

That’s conceded by many that he is uh, uh — 

[Unintelligible] in his own stupid way he’s sort of, 
uh — 

Well, he’s been thoroughly candid in his dealing with 
people about the case. He’s made several entrees, uh, 
off the bench, to, to, uh, (1) to Kleindienstj (2) to, 
uh, his old friend Roemer McPhee, to keep Roemer abreast 
of what his thinking is. He told Roemer he thought that 
Maury ought to file a libel action. 

Did he? 

lLaughs] 

Good. 
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DEAN: 

HALDEMAN: 

DEAN: 

HALDEMAN: 

DEAN: 


UNIDENTIFIED: 

HALDEMAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 


Uh — 

Well, can he deal with that case concurrently with the 
other case? 

Yeah. The, the fact that the, the civil case came to a 
halt, that the depositions were halted and he — 

opened his calendar for a few days. 

Well, it did that, and more than that • He had been talking 
to Silbert, and Silbert, uh, the U. S. Attorney down here, 
the Assistant U. S. Attorney was saying, "We are going 
to have a hell of a time drawing these indictments up 
because of the fact these civil depositions keep coming out 
and the Grand Jury's got one eye on this civil case because 
they don't want to get themselves caught, uh, coming out 
with indictments and the civil case'll do something differ- 
ently, so — 

Would you like to take Clark now, sir? 

MacGregor's call? 

Yeah. Go ahead. 

So, based, based on that, uh, uh, when Silbert had told 
Richey this and had a casual encounter ™ in fact, uh, it 
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was just in the hall — Richey, the next thing he does is 
he stops the civil case so Silbert can get the indictment 
down* 

[Telephone rings] 

Hm. 

So it's, it's, uh — he's got he's got the abuse of process 
suit also. [Unintelligible] 

Yeah. Hello. 

Well you still alive? 

Yeah, yeah* 

I was just sitting here with John Dean and he tells me 
that, uh, that you, that you’re going to probably be sued 
or some damn thing, I don’t know. 

Oh, God. Now don’t say that. 

Did you put that last bug in? 

Yeah. [Unintelligible] suit. 

[Unintelligible]. Yeah. 

Yeah. 

That’s right, that’s right. [Unintelligible] 

Yeah. 

Good. 

Sure. 
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Well, I'll tell you, uh, just don’t let this keep 
you or your colleagues from concentrating on the 
big game. Yeah, that’s right* I mean this, uh, 
this thing is just, uh, you know, one of those side 
issues and a month later everybody looks back and 
wonders what the hell the shouting was about. 

Yeah* Yeah. 

Okay, well, anyway get a good night’s sleep. And don’t 
don’t bug anybody without asking me* Okay? 

Yeah. 

Three months ago I would have had trouble predicting where 
we’d be today. I think that I can say that fifty-four days 
from now that, uh, not a thing will come crashing down to 
our, our surprise. 

Say what? 

Nothing is going to come crashing down to our surprise, either 

Well, the whole thing is a can of worms. As you know, a lot 
of this stuff went on. And, uh, and, uh, and the people who 
worked [unintelligible] awfully embarrassing. And, uh, and, 
the, uh, but the, but the way you, you’ve handled it, it seems 
to me, has been very skillful, because you — putting your 
fingers in the dikes every time that leaks have sprung here and 
sprung there. [Unintelligible] having people straighten the 
[unintelligible] • The Grand Jury is dismissed now? 

That is correct. They’ll, they will have completed and 
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PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 


they will let them go, so there will no continued 
investigation prompted by the Grand Jury’s inquiry. The, 
uh, GAO report that was referred over to Justice is on a 
shelf right now because they have hundreds of violations. 
They’ve got violations of McGovern's; they've got violations 
of Humphrey's; they've got Jackson violations, and several 
hundred Congressional violations* They don't want to 
start prosecuting one any more than they want the other. 

So that's, uh — 

They damn well not prosecute us unless they prosecute all 
the others. 

That's right. That's right. Well, we are really talking 
about technical violations that were referred over also. 

Sure. Sure. What about, uh, uh, watching the McGovern 
contributors and all that sort of thing? 

We've got a, we've got a hawk's eye on that. 

Yeah. 

And, uh, uh, he is, he is not in full compliance. 

He isn't? 

No. 

Well, now, he has his three-hundred committees; have they 
all reported yet? Have we — we reported ours 
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DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 


HALDEMAN: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 


Yes we — Well, we have a couple of delinquent state 
committees out, uh — 

[Unintelligible] if it’s done, huh? 

If they — 

[Unintelligible] paper committees all reported, the 
three-hundred or so committees he T s supposed to have* 

No, they have not* 

Can we say something about that, or have we? 

Well, one of the things that he has not done, is he has 
never disclosed the fact that he f s got some three-hundred 
committees. This has been a Wall Street Journal piece 
that picked it up and carried it and, uh — 

[Unintelligible] say that publicly? 

No, he hasn't. And it's been employed as a tax sham 
that he set it up for. And — It is hard to comprehend 
why he set up three-hundred committees, frankly* Uh, he 
doesn't need that many, he doesn't have that sort of large 
contributors, where they have to disburse small [unintelligible] 

Unless someone's giving nine hundred thousand dollars. 

That's right. 

Which could be very possible. 
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PRESIDENT: 
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He may be getting nine hundred thousand dollars from 
somebody . 

From two or three. He may have some big angels. I 
don't think he is getting a hell of a lot of small money. 

I don't think so. I don’t believe this crap. I mean if 
he < — Have you had your Post Office check yet? 

That John was going to do. I don’t know. 

That's an interesting thing to check. 

Yeah. 

You know how little [unintelligible] 

[Unintelligible] is right, because as I see it, now, the only 
problems that, uh, that we have are, are the human 
problems and we'll keep a close eye on that. 

Union? 

Human. 


Oh. 


[Unintelligible] 

People — Human frailties, where people fall apart. 
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DEAN: 


PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 
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Human frailties — people getting annoyed and some 
finger-pointing and false accusations, and any internal 
dissension of that nature. 

You mean on this case? 

On this case. Uh, there is some bitterness between, for 
example, the Finance Committee and the Political Committee. 
They feel that they 1 re taking all the heat, and, and, uh, 
all the people upstairs are bad people and they’re not 
being recognized. 

Ridiculous. 

It is — I mean — 

They’re all in it together. 

That’s right. 

They should just, uh, just behave and, and, recognize 

this, this is, again, this is war. We’re getting a few shots 
and it’ll be over. And, we’ll give them a few shots. 

It’ll be over. Don’t worry. [Unintelligible], I 
wouldn’t want to be on the other side right now. Would 
you? I wouldn’t want to be in Edward Bennett Williams’, 
Williams’ position after this election. 
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DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

HALDEMAN: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

HALDEMAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

HALDEMAN: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 


No. No. 

None of these bastards — 

He, uh, he T s done some rather unethical things that have 
come to light already, which in again, Richey has brought 
to our attention. 

Yeah? 

He went down — 

Keep a log on all that* 

Oh, we are, on these. Yeah. 

Yeah. 

Because afterwards that is a guy, 

We T re going after him. 

that is a guy we f ve got to ruin. 

He had, he had an ex parte — 

You want to remember, too, he r s an attorney for the 
Washington Post . 

I'm well aware of that. 

I think we are going to fix the son-of-a-bitch. 
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DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 


Believe me. We are going to. We've got to, because he's 
a bad man. 

Absolutely. 

He misbehaved very badly in the Hof fa matter. Our — 
some pretty bad conduct, there, too, but go ahead. 

Well, that's, uh, along that line, uh, one of the things 
I've tried to do, is just keep notes on a lot of the 
people who are emerging as. 

That's right. 

as less than our friends. 

Great . 

Because this is going to be over someday and they're — 
We shouldn't forget the way some of them have treated us. 

I want the most, I want the most comprehensive notes on 
all of those that have tried to do us in. Because they 
didn't have to do it. 

That's right. 

They didn't have to do it. I mean, if the thing 
had been a clo — , uh, they had a very close election 
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everybody on the other side would understand this game. 

But now they are doing this quite deliberately and they are 
asking for it and they are going to get it. And this, this 

We, we have not used the power in this first four years, 
as you know. 

That f s right. 

We have never used it. We haven’t used the Bureau and we 
haven’t used the Justice Department, but things are going 
to change now. And they’re going to change, and, and 
they’re going to get it right 

That's an exciting prospect. 

It's got to be done. It’s the only thing to do. 

We've got to. 

Oh, oh, well, we’ve just been, we’ve been just God damn 

fools. For us to come into this election campaign and 
not do anything with regard to the Democratic Senators 
who are running, and so forth. [Characterizations 
deleted] That’d be ridiculous. Absolutely ridiculous. 

It’s not going, going to be that way any more, and, 
uh — 
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Really, it's ironic, you know, because we’ve gone to such 

extremes to do every • You know, you, you and your 
damn regulations with 

Right . 

Everybody worries about. 

That’s right. 

about picking up a hotel bill or anything. 

Well, I think, we can, I think, I think we can be proud 
of the White House staff. It really has, 

That’s right. 

had no problems of that — 

Well, that’s right. 

And they’re looking, this GAO audit that’s going on right 
now, uh, I think that they have got some suspicion, uh, 
in even a cursory investigation, which is not going to 
discover any thing, that they're going to find something 
here. I learned today, incidentally, that, that, uh, I 
haven’t confirmed this because it’s — came from the GO, GAO 
auditor, investigator who’s down here, that he is down here 
at the Speaker of the House's request, which surprised me. 
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Well, God damn the Speaker of the House. Maybe we 
better put a little heat on him. 

I think so too. 

Because he's got a lot worse problems than he's going 
to find down here. 

That f s right. 

I know. 

That's the kind of thing — 

[Unintelligible] let the police department [unintelligible] 

That’s the kind of thing that, you know, you — What we 
really ought to do is call the Speaker and say, "I regret 
to see you ordering GAO down here because of what it’s 
going to cause us to require to do to you. 11 

Why don't you just have Harlow go see him and tell him that? 

Because he wouldn't do it. 

Huh? 

'Cause he wouldn't do it. 

Harlow wouldn't do it, you mean. 

Harlow would say, "Mr. Speaker — " 

Yeah. 
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DEAN: 


PRESIDENT: 


DEAN: 


I, I suppose the other area we are going to some publicity 
on in the coming weeks because, uh, I think after the, now 
that the indictments are down, there’s going to be a 
cresting on that. The whitewash charge of course, but, 
uh, I think we can handle that while the civil case is in 
abeyance. But Patman's hearings, uh, his Banking and 
Currency Committee, and we've got to — whether we will 
be successful or not in turning that off, I don't know. 

We've got a plan whereby Rothblatt and Bittman, who are 
counsel for the five men who were, or actually a total of 
seven, that were indicted today, are going to go up and 
visit every member and say, "If you commence hearings you 
are going to jeopardize the civil rights of these 
individuals in the worst way, and they'll never get a 
fair trial," and the like, and try to talk to members on, 
on that level. Uh — 

Why not ask that they request to be heard by, by the 
Committee and explain it publicly? 

How could they — They've planned that what they're going 
to say is , "If you do commence with these hearings , 
we plan to publicly come up and say what you're doing to the 
rights of individuals." Something to that effect. 
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PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

HALDEMAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

HALDEMAN: 

DEAN: 


As a matter of fact they could even make a motion in 
court to get the thing dismissed. 

That's another thing we're doing is to, is 

Because these hearings — 

bring an injunctive action against, uh, the appearance, say — 

Well, going the other way, the dismissal of the, of the, of 
the indictment — 

How about trying to get the criminal cases, criminal charges 
dismissed on the grounds that there, well, you know — 

The civil rights type stuff. 

Civil rights — Well that, we're working again, we've got 
somebody approaching the ACLU for these guys, and have them 

go up and exert some pressure because we just don't want Stans 
up there in front of the cameras with Patman and Patman asking 
all these questions. It's just going to be the whole thing, 
the press going over and over and over again. Uh, one 
suggestion was that Connally is, is close to Patman and 
probably if anybody could talk turkey to Patman, uh, Connally 
might be able to. Now I don't know if that's, uh, a good 
idea or not. I don't think he — don't know if he can. 

Uh, Gerry Ford is not really taking an active interest in this 
matter that, that is developing, so Stans can go see Gerry 
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PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT : 


Ford and try to brief him and explain to him the problems 
he’s got. And then the other thing we are going to do 
is we’re looking at all the campaign reports of every 
member of that Committee because we are convinced that 
none of them have probably totally complied with the law 
either. And if they want to get into it, if they want 
to play rough, some day we better say, "Well, gentlemen, 
we think we ought to call to your attention that you 
haven’t complied A, B, C, D, E, and F, and we’re not 
going to hold that a secret if you start talking campaign 
violations here." 

Uh, what about Ford? Do you think so? {Unintelligible] 
do anything with Patman? Connally can’t be sent up there 

{Unintelligible] 

Connally 

If anybody can do it — 

{Unintelligible] Patman. 

But if, if Ford can get the minority members, uh, 
together on that one, it’s going to be a lot — 

They’ve got very weak man in Widnall, unfortunately. 
Heckler is all right. 
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PRESIDENT: 
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HALDEMAN: 

PRESIDENT: 


Heckler was great. 

She was great, with, uh — 

That’s what I understand, but you see, Widnall — let’s take 
somebody — Gerry could talk to him. Put it down, uh, 

Gerry should talk to Widnall and, uh, just brace him, 
tell him I thought it was [unintelligible] start behaving. 
Not let him be the chairman of the Committee in the House. 
That’s what you want? 

That would be very helpful, to get our minority side at 
least together on the thing. 

Gerry has really got to lead on this. He’s got to be 
really be [unintelligible] 

Gerry should, damn it. This is exactly the thing he 
was talking about, that the reason they are staying 
in is so that they can 

That’s right. 

run investigations. 

Well, the point is that they ought to raise hell about 
this, uh, this — these hearings are jeopardizing the — 
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PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 


PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 


I don't know that they're, that the, the, the counsel 
calling on the members of the Committee will do much 
good. I was, I — it may be all right but — I was 
thinking that they really ought to blunderbuss in the 
public arena. It ought to be publicized. 

Right. 

Good. 

Right. 

That's what this is, public relations. 

That's, that's all it is, particularly if Patman pulls 
the strings off, uh — That's the last forum that, uh, 
uh, it looks like it could be a problem where you just 
have the least control the way it stands right now. 
Kennedy has also suggested he may call hearings of his 
Administrative Practices and Procedure Subcommittee. 
Uh, as, as this case has been all along, you can spin 
out horribles that, uh, you, you can conceive of, and 
so we just don't do that. I stopped doing that about, 
uh, two months ago. 

Yeah. 

We just take one at a time and you deal with it based 
on — 
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And you really can’t just sit and worry yourself 
No, 

about it all the time, thinking, ’’The worst may happen," 
but it may not. So you just try to button it up as well 
as you can and hope for the best. And, 

Well if Bob — 

and remember that basically the damn thing is just 
one of those unfortunate things and we’re trying to cut 
our losses. 

Well, certainly that’s right and certainly it had no 
effect on you. That’s the, the good thing. 

It really hasn’t. 

[Unintelligible] 

No, it hasn’t. It has been kept away from the White 
House almost completely and from the President totally. 

The only tie to the White House has been the Colson effort 
they keep trying to haul in. 

And now, of course, 

That’s falling apart. 
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PRESIDENT: 


DEAN: 


PRESIDENT: 

HALDEMAN: 


PRESIDENT: 


DEAN: 


HALDEMAN: 

PRESIDENT: 


DEAN: 


PRESIDENT: 


DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 


DEAN: 


the two former White House people, low level, indicted, 
one consultant and one member of the Domestic Council 
staff. That's not very much of a tie. 

No. 

Well, their names have been already mentioned. 

Oh, they've been — 

Voluminous accounts. 

And it's, it's been discounted — 

You know, they've already been convicted in the press. 
Absolutely. 

Yep. 

God damn it, if they'd been communists you'd have the 
Washington Post and the New York Times raising hell about 
their civil rights. 

That's right. 

Or Manson. 

That's right. 

Jesus Christ. If they'd been killers, wouldn't — 

That's right. 
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PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT : 
DEAN: 


PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 


Isn f t that true? 

It's absolutely true. 

These poor bastards are — well they’ve been — they’ve 
got no way they can ever — In fact, they ought to move 
the, uh, move the trial away from the — 

Well, there has been extensive clipping by the counsel 
in this case, and I’ve gone through some of these 
clippings and it’s just phenomenal the, uh. 

Yeah. 

the amount of coverage this case is getting. They may 
never get a fair trial, may never get a fair trial. 

They may never get a jury that can convict them or pull 
it together. And the Post , as you know, has got a, a, a 
real large team that they've assigned to do nothing but 
this , 


Sure. 

this case. Couldn’t believe they put Maury Stans’ story 
about his libel suit, which was just playing so heavily on 
the networks last night, and in the evening news, they put 
it way back on about page eight of the Post 
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DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

HALDEMAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

HALDEMAN: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

HALDEMAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 


and didn’t even cover it as a — in total. 

I expect that. That’s all right. We’ve {unintelligible] 
The Post is — 

The Post has asked — it’s going to have its problems. 
[Unint elligib le ] 

The networks, the networks are good with Maury coming 
back three days in a row and — 

That’s right. Right. The main thing is the Post is 
going to have damnable, damnable problems out of this one. 
They have a television station 

That’s right, they do. 

and they're going to have to get it renewed. 

They’ve got a radio station, too. 

Does that come up too? The point is, when does it come 
up? 

I don’t know. But the practice of non-licensees filing 
on top of licensees has certainly gotten more , 

That’s right. 

more active in the, in the area. 
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PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

HALDEMAN: 

DEAN: 

HALDEMAN or 
PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

HALDEMAN: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

HALDEMAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 


And it’s going to be God damn active here. 

[Laughs ] 

Well, the game has to be played awfully rough. I don’t 
know — Now, you, you’ll follow through with — who will 
over there? Who — Timmons, or with Ford, or — How’s 
it going to operate? 

I’ll talk to Bill, I think — yeah. 

Dick Cook has been working 

[Unintelligible] 
on it. 

Cook is the guy. 

Dick has been working on it. 

Maybe Mitchell should — 

Well, maybe Mitchell ought to — would, could Mitchell 
do it? 


No. 


I don’t really think that would be good. 
No. 
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DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 


HALDEMAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

HALDEMAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

HALDEMAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 


I hate to draw him in. 

Yeah. 

I think Maury can talk to Ford if that will do any good, 
but it won’t have the same impact, of course, ’cause 
he's the one directly involved, but I think Maury ought 
to brief Ford at some point on, on exactly what his whole 
side of the story is. 

I’ll talk to Cook. 

Oh, I think Ehrlichman should talk to him. Ehrlichman 
understands the law, and the rest, and should say, "Now 
God damn it, get the hell over with this." 

Is that a good idea? Maybe it is. 

I think maybe that’s the thing to do [unintelligible]. 
This is, this is big, big play. I'm getting into this 
thing. So that he — he's got to know that it comes from 
the top. 

Yeah. 

That’.s what he’s got to know. 

Right. 

and if he funintelligiblej and we 1 re not going to I 
can’t talk to him myself — and that he’s got to get at 
this and screw this thing up while he can, right? 
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PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 


PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 


53.1 TRANSCRIPT OF SEPTEMBER 15\ 1972 MEETING 

Well, if we let that slide up there with the Patman 
Committee it’d be just, you know, just a tragedy to 
let Patman have a field day up there. 

What's the first move? When does he call his wit — , 
witnesses? 

Well, he, he has not even gotten the vote of his Committee; 
he hasn't convened his Committee yet on whether he can 
call hearings. That's why, come Monday morning, these 
attorneys are going to arrive, uh, on the doorstep 
of the Chairman and try to tell him what he's doing if he 
proceeds. Uh, one of the members, Gary Brown, uh, wrote 
Kleindienst a letter saying, "If the Chairman holds 
Committee hearings on this, isn't this going to jeopardize 
your criminal case?" 

Brown's a smart fellow. He's from, he's from Michigan 
That's right. 

and some tie into Ford. He's very, he's a very smart fellow. 
Good. 

Good lawyer and he's being helpful. He is anxious to 
help. 
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PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 


PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 


Right, just tell him that, tell, tell, tell Ehrlichman 
to get Brown in and Ford in and then they can all work 
out something. But, they ought to get off their asses 
and push it. No use to let Patman have a free ride here. 

Well, we can, we can keep them well briefed on moves 
if they’ll, if they'll move when we provide them with 
the, the strategy. And we will have a raft 
of depositions going the other way soon. We will be 
hauling the, the, O’Briens in and the like, and, uh, on 
our abuse of process suit. 

What are you going to ask him? [unintelligible] 
questions? 

No* This fellow, this fellow Rothblatt, who has started 
deposing, uh, he’s quite a character. He’s been getting into 
the sex life of some of the members of the DNC and — 

Why? How can — What’s his justification? 

Well, he’s working on an entrapment theory that, uh, uh, 

they were hiding something or they had secret informal 
tion, affairs to hide and they, they could, some way, 
conspire to bring this thing about themselves . 
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HALDEMAN: 

DEAN: 


HALDEMAN: 

DEAN: 

HALDEMAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

HALDEMAN: 


It’s a, it's a way-out theory that, uh, no one had 
[unintelligible] 

{Laughs] 

Uh, and he, he had scheduled Patricia Harris and she didn’t 
show up* She went to the beauty parlor instead so he 
went down to the Court House and she had, had been 
directed to show up and then the next day the Judge cut 
all the depositions off. But he had a host of wild 
questions including, you know, where O’Brien got his 
compensation when he was Chairman. Not that he knows 
anything about that, but, uh, it was just an interesting 
question he thought he might want to ask the, the 
Chairman under oath* 

That’s — It gives us, uh, the same hunting license that 
it gave them. 

That’s right. 

So we can play the same game they are playing, but we 
ought to be able to do better at it. 

Well — 

Are those depositions sealed? 
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HALDEMAN: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 


HALDEMAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 
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That’s right. 

They are? 

But that argues that, uh, they won't want them unsealed. 
They’ll want them unsealed less than we will, and we may 
be arguing at some point to get them unsealed. 

Yeah. 

I think what’s going to happen on the civil case is the 
Judge is going to dismiss the pending complaint down 
there right now. They will then turn around and file 
a new complaint which will be [unintelligible] come 
back to Richey again. That, uh, that’ll probably happen the 
twentieth, twenty-first, twenty-second. Then twenty days 
will run until any answers will have to be filed and these 
depositions will be commenced so we’re, what, we’re eating 
up an awful lot of time for those next fifty-four days. 

On the other side. 

Why will they have to dismiss the present — 

Uh, probably on, on a dual ground, uh, both on the sub- 
stantive ground that they haven’t stated a good cause 
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HALDEMAN: 

DEAN: 

HALDEMAN: 
DEAN: 
HALDEMAN : 
DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

HALDEMAN: 


of action — that there is a improper class action 
filed and that O'Brien indeed doesn f t represent any 
class. Uh, and he T ll just dismiss it on the merits. 
It’s not a good complaint. He f s already shaved it 
down to almost nothing on his original order. They 
will then have to re— design it into a much narrower 
action, but the Judge himself can't suggest something 
to counsel. But it's — you f ve got a good res judicata 
argument here. If he dismisses on the merits, uh, that 
they can f t file another suit. They 1 re out of the court 
totally. 

But our suits do still hang? 

Our suits are still — We have two suits, and we have 
the abuse of process and 

— the libel — 

the libel suit. 

We can take depositions on both of those? 

Absolutely. 

Hell yes. 

{Laughs ] 
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PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 


[Unintelligible] depositions. 

It s a, it's a glimmer down the road anyway, but, 
uh — 
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Indistinct document retyped by 
House Judiciary Committee staff 


LOWER PORTION OF PAGE 2 OF H R HALDEMAN 'S NOTES 
OF SEPTEMBER 15, 1972 


John Dean 

Ask Conn if wc shld let out the 
68 bugging 


E P.0, ck re McG mail? 

T/Cook Ford - brace Widnall re 

Patman hearings 

E must get minority together 

raise hell re jeopardizing defendants 

P. can’t talk to you - 

but it must be done 

E get Garry Brown & Ford in 


December 19, 1973 

I hereby certify that the above is a true copy of the 
pen and ink notes of H. R. Haldcman relating to the meeting 
between the President, Mr. Haldcman & John W. Dean, III, on 
September 15, 1972, in the Oval office from 5:27 to 6:17 PM, 
submitted as Item IV B , White House Analyses. 


JAMES F DAVEY, Clerk 
By 

James P Capitanio 
Deputy Clerk 


Indistinct document retyped by 
House Judiciary Committee staff 
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Indistinct document retyped by 
House Judiciary Committee staf f 

Sept 15, 1972 


Wgt on tv 

P - Hi how are yu - well you had quite a day today wa[ unreadable] 
D - quite a 3 mos. -went well - press playing as we'd expect 
Not whitewash - Mac hdld well - 

the other bug - O'B's complaint 

maybe DNC planted that - wld blow it 
-X*3QU?ces agst invstg are incredible - grtst since Ken 

we were bugged in *68 & f 62 
D - shame ? 68 evid not around 
H - Others know it too 
P - trbl w/ using is it reflects on LBJ 

ask Conn what he thks - shld we use it 
not worth it - too many probs 

q. re little red box - D DK where it stds w/FBl 

re Richey - both good & bad 
wl keep R McPhee abrast 

told McPhee Stans shld file libel action 
Richey tlkd to Silbert - re civ case depositions 

takes Mac. call 

don't let this keep you from the big game 
it's just a side issue 

lose voice sound - then picks up 


Page two nothing wl come out to our surprise 

P-way you hdld very skilful - kept finger on dike 
no cont. invstg. of 0^ 

GAO report on shelf have 100's of violations 

&fiat about watching McG contribs 
D - we have "^hawk's eye on that 

have a few violations - of comms. etc 
tax sham re 300 comms - doesn't need 
P - re post office ck on McG mail - // of pieces 

(to see whether getting lot of small contribs) 

D. - have human probs - get annoyed - finger ptg - [unreadable] 
ic bitterness btn fin. comm & pol. comm. 

P. - they shld all work together 
H- 

Keep a log on viol what the Dems do 

D - tried to keep notes on people emerging who are not [unreadable] 
P - want comp, notes on those who tried to do us in 
cause didn't have to do it 
they're going to get it 

we haven't used Bur & Just - but that wl chg 
D-that's an exciting prospect 


Indistinct document retyped by 
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Page three D - can be proud of WH staff has no probs - 

GAO audit - Spkr sent him to audit WH - 
H - we shld put heat on him 
shld fight back 
D - pub wl be whitewash chg 
now Patman hearings 

Rothblatt & Bittman wl try to turn off rts of dfts 
Get ACLU in 

don’t want Stans up in fnt of cameras 
Suggs Conn tlk to Patman 
Gerry Ford 

chg campaign reports of all membs.of Comm - get rough 
P analyzes members of Comm. 

D - that’s the last forum 

Kenn may do something 

can spin out horribles - stopped doing that 
just take one at time 
P - worst may happen - can’t plan on that 
D - its had no effect on P 
H - kept away frnrWH almost completely - P totally 
Cols, effort fell thru 
D - two low levels indicted 

may never get fair trial 

P - Post wl have probs - TV stn renewed - radio stn too 
has to be played rough - re Patman 
who wl fl thru - cld M - no 


Page four P - maybe E shld talk to Ford - get at this & screw it up 

D. Gerry Brown wrote Kldst ltr - very helpful 

D - re depositions of Dems - that they conspired to do this 
H gives us the same hunting license they have 


Page five P - maybe E shld talk to Ford - get at this & screw it up 

D. Gerry Brown wrote Kldst ltr -very helpful 

D - re depositions of Dems - that they conspired to do this 
H gives us the same hunting license they have 

P - Iks forward to Just, under control 
ref IRS doing him 

D - can’t get Kimmelman’s file - [unreadable] Shultz 
prob - so many Dems - we can’t get in 
round & round for two years 

H - don’t take risk before elect - after f/u complaints 

disc, of cleaning house - after elect - 

need a plan to chall appts - have to do it fast 
all resigs rt. after elections 
H - project going full tilt 


Indistinct document retyped by 
House Judiciary Connnittee staff 
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D - you lrn a lot about people when the crunch is on 
you get some surprises 

disc re bad effect of education - draft dodgers etc 
D. re reading book about Aust 

P. anyway we* 11 fix f em. 


Indistinct document retyped by 
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54. On October 5, 1972 the President held a press conference. 

He stated that the FBI had conducted an intensive investigation of 
Watergate because "I wanted to be sure that no member of the White 
House staff and no man or woman in a position of major responsibility 
in the Committee for Re-Election had anything to do with this kind 
of reprehensible activity.” 

Page 

54.1 President Nixon news conference , October 5, 1972, 

8 Presidential Documents 1486, 1489 648 


54. 1 PRESIDENT NIXON NEWS CONFERENCE, OCTOBER 5, 1972, 


8 PRESIDENTIAL DOCUMENTS 1486 , 
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I have often stated my strong belief that the millions 
of older men and women who did so much to build this 
Nation should share equitably in the fruits of that labor, 
and that inflation should not be allowed to rob them of 
the full value of their pensions. By providing a 20 percent 
benefit increase without adequate financing, however, 
this bill goes far beyond reasonable equity. 

In passing this bill, the Congress has mistakenly as- 
sumed that railroad retirement benefits should be in- 
creased by the same percentage as social security benefits. 
In fact, the two systems are entirely different. Railroad 
benefits are much higher than social security benefits — for 
full-career workers the benefits may be twice as high. 

The railroad retirement system payments are a com- 
bination of social security benefits augmented by the 
equivalent of a private pension. There is no valid reason 
why the private pension equivalent necessarily should be 
increased whenever social security benefits are raised. 
Other industries have not raised their pension benefits by 
20 percent as a resole of social security increases, even 
though most of them provide less adequate benefits. 

The argument that these “temporary” benefits do not 
require a tax increase is, in my judgment, a delusion. I 
cannot imagine that the Congress would find it possible or 
desirable to slash railroad retirement benefits next year 
or in any year. 

The imprudence of H.R. 15927 is underscored by the 
recent report of the Commission on Railroad Retirement. 
That Commission was created by the Congress in 1970 to 
study the troubled railroad retirement system and recom- 
mend measures necessary to place it on a sound actuarial 
basis. Yet the Congress acted on H.R. 15927 before it had 
an opportunity to consider and act on the recommenda- 
tions of its own Commission for basic changes in the rail- 
road retirement system. e 

The Commission’s findings do not support H.R. 15927 
and a majority of the Commissioners recommended 
against such legislation. 

The Commission found that existing railroad retire- 
ment benefits are adequate, particularly for workers re- 
tiring after a full career. Retired railroad couples receive 
higher benefits than 9 out of every 10 retired couples in 
the country. The Commission also reached the sobering 
conclusion that the enactment of an across-the-board 20 
percent increase, without adequate financing, would 
bankrupt the system in 13 years. 

I believe that railroad beneficiaries should now receive 
the same dollar increases in benefits as social security 
recipients with similar earnings. A 20 percent increase in 
the social security portion of railroad retirement benefits 
can be financed without worsening the financial position 
of the Railroad Retirement Trust Fund. The Congress 
followed this sound approach when it increased railroad 
retirement benefits in 1968. 

Therefore, I propose that the Congress enact a bill 
which again applies this principle, instead of H.R. 15927. 
The 1972 increase under my proposal would average $28 


per month for single retired railroad workers and would 
be about $47 a month for married couples. It would not 
deepen the presently-projected deficits of the Railroad 
Retirement Trust Fund. 

I urge the Congress to adopt this prudent alternative, 
which would give these deserving pensioners an equitable 
benefit increase on a timely basis and which 'would still 
preserve the flexibility for basic readjustments that will 
be needed later in the railroad retirement system. 

Working together, I hope that we can constructively* 
reform this system so it can continue to serve the needs of 
railroad workers and their families for decades ahead. 

Richard Nixon 

The White House, 

October 4, 1972. 

’ note: On the same date, the President's veto was overridden by the 
House of Representatives and the Senate. The biU (H.R. 15927) 
became Public Law 92-460, without the President’s signature. 

THE PRESIDENT’S 
NEWS CONFERENCE OF 
OCTOBER 5, 1972 

Charges of Corruption 

Q. Mr. President, what are you planning to do to de- 
fend yourself against the charges of corruption in your 
Administration? 

The President. Well, I have noted such charges; as 
a matter of fact, I have noted that this Administration 
has been charged with being the most corrupt in history, 
and I have been charged with being the most deceitful 
President in history. 

The President of the United States has been compared 
in his policies with Adolf Hitler. The policies of the 
U.S. Government to prevent a Communist takeover by 
force in South Vietnam have been called the worst crime 
since the Nazi extermination of the Jews in Germany. 
And the President who went to China and to Moscow, 
and who has brought 500,000 home from Vietnam, has 
been called the number one warmaker in the world. 

Needless to say, some of my more partisan advisers 
feel that I should respond in kind. I shall not do so — 
not now, not throughout this campaign. I am not going 
to dignify such comments. 

In view of the fact that one of the very few Members 
of the Congress who is publicly and actively supporting 
the opposition ticket in this campaign has very vigor- 
ously, yesterday, criticized this kind of tactics, it seems 
to me it makes it not necessary for me to respond. 

I think the responsible members of the Democratic 
Party will be turned off by this kind of campaigning, 
and I would suggest that responsible members of the 
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to rely on the possibility that there was going to be a deal 
until one was made. 

If he did rely on it, he probably, in this instance, came 
out well. He could have come out the other way. 

Property Tax Relief 

Q. Mr. President, on the question of property taxes 
Mr. Ehrlichman has said that the Administration’s long- 
term goal is to reduce property taxes by 50 percent, which 
would mean about $16 billion from the Federal Govern- 
ment presumably to States to make up for the property tax 
loss. How will you find that $16 billion without having to 
increase Federal taxes? 

The President. We can’t do it all in one bite. We have 
to begin with that. As Mr. Ehrlichman has indicated, that 
is why we have set as a goa^a 50 percent reduction. 

Now, let me indicate to you the priorities that I see 
developing with regard to property tax relief. We have to 
start first with the elderly. When I met with Mr. Merriam, 
who, as you know, is the professional working with the 
Advisory Committee on Intergovernmental Relations, he 
gave me some statistics, which to me were terribly depress- 
ing. There are 1 million retired people in this country who 
have incomes of less than $ 2,000 a year, and, who, on the 
average, pay a property tax of 33 J /3 percent of that 
income.* 

Now that is fiscally wrong, morally WTong, and certainly 
tax wrong. We must begin by lifting that burden from 
those people who have w orked all their lives, are now re- 
tired on what is basically an inadequate amount, and are 
paying one-third of their taxes (incomes) for property 
taxes to send, basically, children to school. 

I have discussed this matter not only with Mr, Merriam, 
but Mr. Shultz and I have had, as you have noted, a num- 
ber of meetings on this in the past few weeks. We hope 
to have a plan which we can present at an early date. I 
cannot indicate to you what that date will be, but I will 
say this: One, we are going to propose to the next Con- 
gress a plan that will relieve — what will start down the 
road of reducing the burden of property taxes. 

The first priority will be to reduce the burden of prop- 
erty taxes on the elderly, and second, whatever step we 
take, one condition is, it must not require any increase in 
other taxes. We think we have found a formula to do that. 

The Watergate Case 

Q. Mr. President, don’t you think that your Adminis- 
tration and the public would be served considerably and 
that the men under indictment would be treated better, 
if you people would come through and make a clean breast 
about what you were trying to get done at the Watergate? 

The President, One thing that has always puzzled 
me about it is w’hy anybody would have tried to get any- 
thing out of the Watergate. But be that as it may, that 
decision having been made at lower levels, with which I 
had no knowledge, and, as I pointed out 

*Thc 33/3 portent figure refers to low income retired persons in 
the Northeast. Nationwide, the average is about 16 percent of 
rttiree*5 income. 
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Q. Surely you know now, sir. 

The President. Just a minute. I certainly feel that 
under the circumstances that we have got to look at what 
has happened and to put the matter into perspective. 

Now when we talk about a clean breast, let’s look at 
what has happened. The FBI assigned 133 agents to this 
investigation. It followed out 1,800 leads. It conducted 
1 ,500 interviews. 1 

Incidentally, I conducted the investigation of the Hiss 
case. I know that is a very unpopular subject to raise in 
some quarters, but I conducted it. It was successful. The 
FBI did a magnificient job, but that investigation, involv- 
ing the security of this country, was basically a Sunday 
school exercise compared to the amount of effort that was 
put into this. 

I agreed with the amount of effort that was put into it. 
I wanted every lead carried out to the end because I 
wanted to be sure that no member of the White House 
staff and no man or woman in a position of major respon- 
sibility in the Committee for Re-election had anything to 
do with this kind of reprehensible activity. 

Now, the grand jury has handed down indictments. It 
has indicted incidentally two who were with the Com- 
mittee for the Re-election and one who refused to cooper- 
ate and another who was apprehended. Under these cir- 
cumstances, the grand jury now having acted, it is now 
time to have the judicial process go forward and for the 
evidence to be presented. 

I would say finally with regard to commenting on any 
of those who have been indicted, with regard to saying 
anything about the judicial process, I am going to follow 
the good advice, which I appreciate, of the members of 
the press corps, my constant, and I trust will always con- 
tinue to be, very responsible critics. 

I stepped into one on that when you recall I made in- 
advertently a comment in Denver about an individual w T ho 
had been indicted in Calif omia, the Manson case. I was 
vigorously criticized for making any comment about the 
case, and so of course, I know you would want me to fol- 
low the same single standard by not commenting on this 
case. 

Campaign Plans 

Q. Mr, President, when are you going to begin inten- 
sive campaigning, and are you going to begin intensive 
campaigning? 

The President. I repeat, Mr. Warren, what I have 
said previously in San Clemente and at San Francisco. 
Until the Congress adjourns, my primary’ responsibility is 
to stay here and particularly to stay here to fight the battle 
against bigger spending that would lead to bigger taxes. 

I have made a commitment, and 1 make it here again 
today. There will be no tax increase in 1973. However, 
there is one problem with that commitment. There will 
be no Presidential tax increase. But, we need the coopera- 
tion of the Congress, and there could be a congressional 
tax increase. If the Congress, for example, does not ap- 
prove the $250 billion ceiling that we have requested, that 




55. On December 15, 1972 John Ehrlichman met with CIA Director 
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THURSDAY 

. DECEMBER 14, 1972 

11:00 

V r i 3 1 1 to Red Cross - Project BIND - Mrs, Mol 

12:00 

Senator hugh Scott 

1:00 

Press backgrounder - 450 EC 3 

3:00 

Henry Cash an 

3:20 

Budget meeting - Roosevelt v oom 

4:15 

Roy Ash 

5:00 

President 

FRIDAY, DECEMBER 15, 1972 

10:00 

S ailyanne Payton 

10:30 

Ed Harper 

11:00 

Bob Fri, Ken Cole 

11:45 

Budget meeting - Roosevelt Room 

12:45-2:00 

President 

2:00 

Bill Ruckelshaus 

_3:00 

Theodore White 

f***4:00 

John Dean, Richard Helms, William Colby 


SATURDAY, DECEM3SR 16, 1972 


9:30 Shultz, Ruckelshaus, Morrill, Fairbanks, Cole 

11 -2 HRH office - Maiek, HRH, Hi go y, Hullin 

2:10 Andy Hunter 

7:30 BLACK TIE White House dinner 

SUNDAY, DECEMBER 17, 1972 
1:00 Redskins vs. Buffalo Bills 

MONDAY, DECEMBER 18, 1972 


9:00 

Ollie Atkins (new JDE photo) - Library 

10:00 

Henry Kissinger 

11:00 

Jack Sutherland 

11:15 

David Young 

11:30 

Saul Pact (AP) 

12:30 

John Dean, HRH, Higbv 

1:30 

Lunch with Garment - Conference Dining 

2:00 

President, Kleindienst (EOB . Tice) 

2:45 

T Lmmons, Ziegler, Hullin 

3 : 3 0 

Dick Cook 

3:45 

Roy Ash 

4:00 

President 
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Question. Did the CIA receive any indication from the Justice Department at 
t h at time ns>t to give certain material to the prosecutors at all? If so, was a 
reason given t 

Answer. Justice Department representatives agreed with our concerns over 
the sensitivity of the material and indicated they would hold the material but 
would discuss it with the prosecutors. 

Question. Did the CIA receive any indication front the Justice Department not 
to give certain material to the prosecutors until the time of the trial? If so, was a 
reason given? 

Answer. Again it was agreed that the prosecutors would not be briefed until 
shortly before the trial to minimize chances for an opportunity of leakage. 

Question. If the security of CIA operations icere at issue, and the prosecutors 
should nfft see it for that reason, wouldn't this he the case at the time of trial as 
well as before trial? . . 

Answer. Yes, but the risk of leakage would be lessened and it might not be 
necessary.. -- ■* 

Question. Did yon and Mr. Helms discuss at any point that such a request 
from the Justice Department might imply an inclination to limit the investigation 
of possible criminal conduct? 

Answer. No. \ 

Question. Mr. Colby, I icoiild like to read briefly from two memoranda which 
relate to your meeting with Mr. Petersen, Mr. Silbert, and Mr. Lawrence Houston 
of Xo-vembcr 27, 1972. 

Answer. The meeting was with Mr. Petersen. Mr. Silbert and Mr. Warner, not 
Mr. Houston, on 27 November 1972. 

December IS. 1972. 

Memorandum for the record. 

Subject : Meeting at the White House on December 15. 1972. re : Watergate Case. 

Participants: Richard Helms and William Colby, CIA; John Ehrlicbman and 

John Dean, the White House. 

1. After preliminary remarks. Colby gave a summary of CIA‘s dealings with 
the FBI and the Department of Justice with respect to Howard Hunt. He said 
we first responded at the working level to certain normal questions about Hunt’s 
and friends’ earlier association with CIA. However. Hunt’s notebook and. docu- 
ments and certain other leads pointed to CIA, and it was determined that an 
adequate answer to these should be given at the top level of the FBI rather than 
at the working level. This was done, to Acting Director Gray, and the reply in- 
cluded a response to a follow-up question of the FBI’s as to any other alias or 
documentation. In this description was referred to the names “Warren” and 
“Leonard” and certain additional assistance given in July and August 1971 as 
authorized by an extra-Agency official. Colby pointed out that there was no 
specification of who this official was. Mr. Gray had allowed one other individual 
to know of this material, W. Mark Felt, and it was our impression that that in- 
formation had not gone any further. 

2. Colby further explained that Mr. Silbert. in charge of the ease, had generated 
some additional questions, including some about the alias “Warren” and a “Mr. 
[deleted]” whose name and telephone number appeared in Mr. Hunt’s materials. 
Again, the Agency had wanted to respond at the highest level only, and the Direc- 
tor and Mr. Houston visited Attorney General Kleiudienst with a memo replying 
to these questions. The Attomel General had directed that the material not go 
to the U. S. Attorney’s Office, directed Mr. Henry Petersen to handle the matter 
discreetly and inform Silbert as appropriate. Colby then said that he and John 
Warner had been asked to visit Messrs. Petersen and Silbert. in which interview 
Silbert focused in on the reference to a “duly authorized extra -Age ucy request.” 
Colby said he had danced around the room several times for ten minutes to try 
to avoid becoming specific on this, finally naming the White House, and was then 
pinned bv Silbert with a demand for the name, at which point the name of the 
individual was given. Colby said that we have worked up answers to additional 
questions given by Silbert at that time but suspended submitting them until after 
this meeting. 

3. Mr. Ehrlicbman sought some precision about the alleged phone calls In terms 
of dates, etc. These were given to him as the first phone call being before 22 July 
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lU7l and the terminating phone call being on 27 August 1071. Mr. Ehrlich man 
said he did not remember the first one at all. Messrs. Helms and Colby said 
they were merely working on General Cushman’s memory that there had been 
a phone call requesting some form of general help for Hunt. Mr. Helms pointed 
out that we would not have been likely to respond to Hunt’s request without 
some such accreditation, as our rules about issuing false documentation are 
very strict. Mr. Dean asked a few questions about our procedures and whether 
we lmd recovered the false documents, to which the answer was given that 
we had not, although normally we should have done so. A short summary wan 
given of the type of assistance rendered tq Mr. Hunt on 23 July and in August 
and the fact that the demand for a backstopped telephone had triggered our 
decision to cut off the assistance. Mr. Helms stated that he was quite ignorant 
of the specifics, as he believes he was first brought into it when Hunt had asked 
for a secretary to be assigned to him from our Paris Station, and he had con- 
curred that the answer to this and further assistance should be negative. Mr. 
Ehrlichman took down the dates of the two alleged phone calls and said he 
would check up on his schedule, etc., to see whether there was any possibility, 
lie said that Hunt at that time was not working for him but for Colson, and 
he had not joined Ehrlichman’s staff until later. Ehrlichman said that he thought 
Hunt had been working on the tracing of document leaks during that period. 

4. The point was brought out that it -was our understanding this material 
was all made available to Mr. Silbert as a preparation against possible questions 
raised by the defense but that he was now talking in somewhat different terms. 
Mr. Dean said that he probably would want to use this material to prove that 
Hunt and Liddy operated in alias and that it would be easier to prove it by a 
CIA testimony than by witnesses. It was agreed all around this would be a 
mistake, as the entire matter was totally irrelevant to the main trial and would 
be a red herring. 

5. Mr. Dean was shown the material prepared for passage to Mr. Petersen 
in response to Mr. Silbert’s latest questions. It was agreed that these would 
be held up. At Mr. Ehrlichman’s request, Colby agreed to ask General Cushman 
to phone him so they could discuss the details of the alleged telephone calls. 

6. As an aside, Mr. Ehrlichman recalled a discussion with Mr. Helms in which 
the latter had given him some “fatherly advice” that Hunt was [deleted] Mr. 
Helms said that we had perhaps kept Mr. Hunt on a little longer than we should 
have but that we had several years ago separated him from more operational 
tasks. It was worked out that this conversation probably took place after the 
events discussed above, i.e., later in the fall of 1971. 

7. Mr. Ehrlichman congratulated Mr. Helms on the Marchetti decision and said 
that he had instructed Mr. Hampton of the Civil Service Commission to look 
into the possibility of applying this technique more broadly. Mr. Helms agreed 
and stressed the importance of some control of classification. In this, Mr. Helms 
said that be had a somewhat critical letter from Mr. Eisenhower, to which 
Mr. Ehrlichman said that he also had added one of his own asking that Helms 
be as forthcoming as possible. Mr. Helms said we would be replying to these 
in good time. He explained that the intelligence business depends upon a fidu- 
ciary relationship of continued secrecy and that we cannot develop sources if 
T.~ ac<5uh ' e reputation of declassifying their identities and exposing them to 
difficulties. 

W. E. Colby, Executive Director-Comptroller. 

ADDENDUM 

Mr. Colby called General Cushman and said that Mr. Ehriichmnn did not re- 
member the first phone call and that it had been arranged that General Cush- 
man should call Mr. Ehrlichman to discuss the matter General Cushman said 
he would do so. 

WEC. , 

Xovembeb 27, 1972. 

Memorandum for the record. 

Subject: Watergate Case. 

1. The Executive Director. Mr. W. E. Colby, and the Acting General Counsel, 
Mr. John S. Warner, met for approximately one hour with Mr. Henry E. Peter- 
son. Assistant Attorney General. Criminal Division. Department of Justice, and 
Mr. Earl J. Siil>ert. Principal Assistant United States Attorney for the District 


( 654 ) 


55. 2 WILLIAM COLBY TESTIMONY , JULY 25, 1973, SENATE ARMED SERVICES 
COMMITTEE, COLBY NOMINATION HEARINGS, 163-64, 166 

166 

any funds. Mr. Silbert asked if there was any coincidence in [deleted] retiring 
on 10 June since he had been in touch with both McCord and Hunt. We said 
there was no connection but [deleted] simply sent names and resumes in re- 
sponse to rqeuests. *" 

10. Mr. Colby pointed out that the Agency wanted to cooperate in every way 
but felt that the sensitivity of the matter required that it be done at the Peter- 
sen and Silbert level and not at the normal FBI invesigative level. Both Mr. 

Petersen and Mr. Silbert appeared to fully understand the Agency's position in 
this regard. 

Johist S. Wa bxer. 

Acting General Counsel. 

Q Mention. Are both of these memoranda accurate accounts of your meeting with 
Mr. Petersen and Ur. Silbert t 

Answer. I believe that both of these memoranda were reasonably accurate 
representations of what occurred at that meeting. 

Question. If your own later memorandum is accurate, why would yon believe 
it important to avoid becoming specific with Mr. Silbert and Mr. Petersen con- 
cerning Mr. Ehriichman* s name* 

Answer. The question was one of CIA's assistance to Mr- Howard Hunt. This 
information was provided. It was pointed out that this assistance was duly au- 
thorized. I did not believe it. essential to volunteer to the prosecutors the precise 
authorization under which CIA acted, although I gave that information when 
^^^jisked the direct question. 

‘ Question. Did you mention in the Xovember 27 meeting the transcript of the 
Cnxhmnn/Hunt meeting in July 7911, or that Mr. Ehriichman hart- initiated a 
call to the Agency prior to Mr. Hunt's visit there? ~ 

Answer. 1 did not mention the transcript but I did indicate that’ Mr. Ehriich- 
man had made the call to General Cushman before Mr. Hunt’s visit to General 
^ ^Cusb man. 

Question. Was this the first time you had ever been asked specifically about 
the identity of the person who recommended Mr. Hunt to the Agency t 

Answer. This was the first time outside the Agency.' ‘ 

Question. So is it fair to say that although yon were reluctant at this first 
meeting you did give the Justice Department this information the first time yon 
were asked f 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Did you meet with General Cushman on December t3f 

Answer. Yes. v - . 

Question. This is apparently prior to the December IS meeting at the White 
House with Mr. Helms , Mr. Ehriichman, and Mr. Dean — how did this meeting 
with General Cushman come about? 

Answer. In preparing the answers to Mr. Silberfs questions I felt it desirable 
to check General Cushman's memory of these events. 

Question. Did you ask General Cn&hman to write a memorandn'm to Mr.' 
Ehriichman at that fwst meeting? 

Answer. Xo. . 

Question. Did yon show General Cushman at that first meeting the t>7in script 
of his conversation with Mr. Hunt* 

Answer. At the first meeting I stated to General Cushman that we wanted to be 
sure of the identify of the White House caller who lmd sponsored Mr. Hunt's 
request for assistance in. July 11)71. I did not at first show General Cushman the 
transcripr. General Cushman replied that he thought it was Mr. Ehriichman, Mr. 

Colson, or Air. Dean or someone such as that whom he knew. I then showed him 
The transcript and lie agreed that it must have been Ehrlich man. 

Q next inn. Wax he fully at rare and did he remember that Mr. Ehriichman 
had railed him to establish CIA liaison with Mr. Hunt * 

Answer. Yes. 
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contact, as I understand, then later you were requested by' 

Mr. Colby or someone to write a memorandum about the matter. 

1 General Cushman. Yes, sir. 

Senator Thurmond. This was done at the request of the 
prosecutor or somebody in the Justice Department? 

General Cushman. Yes, sir. 

would have to defer to Mr. Colby. I think he may know 
why the memoranda were being prepared. 

Senator Thurmond. 1 will be glad for him to answer. 


20 Mr. Colby. ' Well, at the time that we first started 

22 talking to the Justice Department we had some impression .in 

22 the agency that it was Mr. Ehrlichman who had called and we 


23 had used that name with the prosecutor, Mr. Zilbert, and with 


14 

15 

16 


the Attorney General. WE didn't really have direct evidence of 
that and in mid-December Mr. Helms and I 'were asked to go see 
Mr. Ehrlichman and Mr. Dean and I recounted the material that 


-yj had been forwarded to the Justice Department or summarized 

it and mentioned that we had told them we thought the name was 
Ehrlichman that had made the original call. Mr. Ehrlichman 


“20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 



said that he didn't recall that particular phone call, he just 
didn't recall, and he seemed perplexed about it, and I said, 
that, well, we didn't have any really good evidence on it, the 
only fellow on our side who would know anything about it would 
be General Cushman, and Mr. Ehrlichman asked me to get in 
touch with General Cushman so they could refresh their memories 

: .. „ W 
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Mr. Dash. Were you aware the Patman committee was in fact 
planning to call or subpena a number of the witnesses that would be 
involved in the criminal prosecution ? 

Mr. Petersen. Only from the public press. 

Mr. Dash. Was it your position that such a congressional committee 
might prejudice the criminal prosecution ? 

Mr. Petersen. Yes, and I sent a letter. The letter was prepared by 
my staff in the office of legal counsel, it was sent to Congressman Pat- 
man setting forth our position and the fact that under the Delaney 
case the Government is regarded as a monolith and the actions of a 
congressional committee are attributable to the prosecution in that and 
it might result in prejudicial publicity, yes. 

Mr. Dash. Did you later learn what happened to the subpenas that 
were proposed to be sent in the Patman committee investigation? 

Mr. Petersen. I have no idea about that. 

Mr. Dash. As a matter of fact, the vote was against subpenaing 
them and 

Mr. Petersen. I understand. 

Mr. Dash. It never got off the ground. 

^^Mr. Petersen. I understand there was such a vote. 

Mr. Dash. On October 24, 1972, do you recall receiving certain docu- 
ments from Mr. Kleindienst which had been turned over to Mr. Klein- 
dienst by CIA relating to Mr. Hunt’s activities ? 

Mr. Petersen. Yes, I do. 

Mr. Dash. On October 24, were these just documents or did they 
include photographs, do you know? 

Mr Petersen. My recollection is that there was a series of photo- 
graphs attached to the package. I guess to recount the situation I was 
called up to Mr Kleindienst’s office, Mr Helms and his counsel, Larry 
Houston, were there, they expressed some reservations about potential 
* embarrassment to the CIA and that they were there with certain in- 
formation as a result of questions generated by Mr Silbert, they hoped 
it would not be necessary to disclose them, I took the information and 
left with Larry Houston, sat down and examined their concerns and 
their concerns related to the hope that had been furnished to CIA and 
there was one possible wholly unrelated valid CIA activity involved 
which they were most desirous of protecting. I assured them we would 
try and do that, made arrangements to get Earl Silbert over there and 
while he went over the documents, we studied those photographs and 
we couldn’t make any sense of them at all. 

Mr Dash. To refresh your recollection, do you recall that there 
were actually two times you may have received certain documents, 
once documents alone from Mr. Kleindienst. on October 24, and some 
documents in which photographs were attached sometime in the early 
part of January — January 3 ? 

Mr. Petersen. No, T don’t remember any January 3d, Mr Dash. We 
got some documents from CIA in October and some documents from 
CIA in December 

Now, I could be mistaken, thev may have been attached to the De- 
cember documents but my recollection is the}’, were in the October 
package. 

Mr. Dasit. May T show you a copv of a memorandum dated Decem- 
ber 5, 1972, and attached to it are Xerox copies of photographs and 
see if these are the records that you did receive ? 
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Mr. Petersen. I recognize one which is a picture of Mr. Liddy in 
front of a stationery store which has the sign on the window “Xerox 
Copies While You Wait.” I recognize that one. I recognize another 
one in which there is an address 11923 on the building, a car outside. 

I recognize another one in which there i3 written in on it — two auto- 
mobiles — reserved I)r. Fielding, reserved Dr. Rotliberg. 

Mr. Dash. Actually what you did receive were Xeroxes of photo- 
graphs, not photographs themselves ? 

Mr. Petersen. That is right. 

Mr. Dash. And do they appear something like these Xeroxes I have ' 
shown you ? 

Mr. Petersen. Those I have mentioned to you ; yes, sir. 

Mr. Dash. When you received these, was there any indication to 
you as to what in vestigation these drafts related to ? 

Mr. Petersen. No, we were investigating, of course, activities of 
Hunt and Liddy out in California, trying to figure out why, what its 
relationship to Watergate was, and Silbert and I sat down and went 
over these documents and we couldn’t relate them to anything. Later 
we asked CLV, I guess, and they didn’t have any descriptive data or 
negatives or actual photographs or anything that would assist us. 

Mr. Dash. Were you aware of the special investigating unit which 
had been called the Plumbei-s that was in the White House ? 

Mr. Petersen. No, sir. 

Mr. Dash. Did your Criminal Division play any role in the investi- 
gation of the Pentagon Papers leak ? 

Mr. Petersen. No, sir. 

Mr. Dash. Were you aware of the investigation that this so-called 
investigating unit was making of Dr. Ellsberg or his psychiatrist? 

Mr. Petersen. No, sir. 

Mr. Dash. And when you noticed, I think there was some evidence, 
some of these photographs referred to a Dr. Fielding, did you know 
who Dr. Fielding was ? 

Mr. Petersen. No, sir. 

Mr. Dash. Or whether or not he was related in any way to Mr. Ells- 
berg. So that in receiving these documents, would it be fair to say that 
they did not put you on notice of any break-in or effort to break into 
Dr. Fielding’s office? 

Mr. Petersen. They did not. 

Mr. Dash. Or had any relation to the investigation by the Justice 
Department investigation of Mr. Ellsberg or the prosecution that was 
going on? 

Mr. Petersen. We didn’t relate those documents to the Ellsberg 
case, I think, until the time of Mr. Ivrogh’s affidavit in connection 
with the Ellsberg matter. 

Mr. Dash. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have the memorandum 
of December 5, 1972, with the accompanying Xerox copies of photo- 
graphs marked appropriately and admitted in evidence. 

Senator Ervin. Let the reporter assign it the appropriate exhibit 
number. 

[The documents referred to were marked exhibit No. 146.*] 
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56. On January 8, 1973 former CIA Deputy Director Cushman sent a 
memorandum to John Ehrlichman Identifying as the person who requested 
CIA assistance for Howard Hunt In 1971 one of the following: Ehrlichman, 

Charles Colson or John Dean. On January 10, 1973 after discussions 
with Ehrlichman and Dean, Cushman changed the memorandum to state that 
he did not recall the Identity of the White House person who requested 
assistance for Hunt. 
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response which Krogh wrote down for his secretary and she returned 
the call. I have submitted to the committee the document prepared by 
Mr. Krogh’s secretary after the call was returned to Mr. Liddy — and 
I might note that was not in the exhibits when I assembled them last 
night but I do know where it is, on the table at home. 

Senator Baker. I take it you will supply that document later in votir 
testimony? 

Mr. Dean. Yes, Senator ; I will. 

Senator Baker. Thank you very much. 

[The document referred to was marked exhibit No. 34--31.*] 

Sir. Dean. On Friday afternoon, January 5, T received a report 
from O’Brien that Liddy had been rather miffed and annoyed that 
Krogh had been unwilling to speak with him. I reported this to Krogh, 
who asked if I would personally see what I could do, because Krogh 
felt sorry for Liddy but just couldn’t talk with him. I agreed I would 
do something and on Saturday, January 6, I called Liddy from my 
house at his home. It was a brief call in which I told him the reason 
Krogh had not called and told him that Krogh had ^reat sympathy 
for his plight. Liddy said he understood. The only thing I can recall 
Liddy saying to me was that he hoped that there would be some money 
forthcoming for his lawyer. I said I would pass that message along. 
I also expressed sympathy over his situation and the call ended. I 
later reported to Krogh that Liddy understood why he did not speak 
with him personally and Krogh appreciated it. 

Retrieving CIA Material From the Department of Justice 

Now I am going to turn to the receiving, the retrieving CIA mate- 
rials from the Department of Justice in connection with the 
investigation. * 

As a result of a conversation I had with Ehrlichman, I was asked 
to attempt to have the CIA retrieve from the Department of Justice 
information relating to Hunt’s dealings with the CIA. To understand 
Ehrlichman’s request, I must provide some background. During the 
course of the Watergate investigations, the prosecutors had requested 
material from the CIA and, because of the fact that this material 
related to the White House, the CIA had informed the White House 
of the request. The first incident when this came up was regarding 
the fact of who had made the initial request to the OLA to assist Hunt. 
General Cushman had been the Deputy Director of the CIA at the 
time the matter occurred, and when he was asked, he reported that 
he had been requested from John Ehrlichman. When Ehrlichman was 
informed of this, I believe by General Cushman, he denied the fact 
that he had ever made such a request, and told Cushman that he had 
never been asked for such assistance. 

Subsequently. General Cushman prepared a memorandum that indi- 
cated that the request had come from either Ehrlichman, Colson, or 
myself. Ehrlichman forwarded a copy of this document to me and 
asked if I would get this matter taken care of. I told him I thought 
it was somewhat strange that my name was on the memorandum from 
Cushman in that I had never spoken with Cushman in my life. 

♦See p. 1233. 
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He then asked me if I did not think it would be better that Cushman 
mentioned no one since he could not remember who it was. I remember 
suspecting at the time, as I do today, that Ehrlichman had had my 
name inserted in the memorandum as a means of getting me to make 
sure that Cushman would have no names in the memorandum at all. 
I remember calling General Cushman and telling him that I had 
received from Ehrlichman a copy of his memorandum and that I was 
somewhat surprised to find my name in it because this was the first 
time I had ever spoken with him. He agreed that we had never talked 
and I said that Ehrlichman had suggested to me that, if he could not 
remember who it was, he, Cushman, probably should not mention 
anyone* • 

A short time later, another memorandum on this subject of who 
had asked for Hunt to have the assistance of the CIA come forward 

L from General Cushman and this time no names were mentioned at 
alL It was after this episode in getting the Cushman statement cor- 
rected that I had an occasion to discuss this with Colson. Colson told 
me that he had been present when Ehrlichman had made the call to 
Cushman. 

The other CIA material relating to Hunt’s dealings with the CIA 
emanated from a series of questions that had been asked by the Water- 
gate prosecutors. I recall a discussion with OIA Director Helms and 
one of his deputies in Ehrlichman’s office when they went over the 
type of material that they would be providing to the Department of 
Justice. 

I subsequently had occasion, while at the Department of Justice, 
to talk with Henry Petersen about the CIA material and he showed 
me a copy of the information the CIA had provided him, and he told 
me Mr. Gray had the same material. I remember that the document 
had attached to it a number of photographs which had come from a 
camera — again my text has gotten confused — had.come from a camera, 
the camera which had been returned by Hunt to the CIA. It is a 
camera that had been borrowed by Hunt from the CIA. The pictures, 
which had been processed by the CIA, included a picture of Liddy 
standing in front of Ellsberg’s psychiatrist’s office. 

I informed Ehrlichman about this and that is the reason that he 
subsequently requested that I seek to retrieve the documents before the 
Senate investigators got a copy of the material. 

I discussed this with Petersen, but he said that thev had received 
a letter in early Januarv of this year from Senator Mansfield regarding 
the maintenance of all records relating to the case and that the only 
thing that he could do would be to extract the document and leave 
a card to the effect that the document had been returned to CIA. 

I reported this to Ehrlichman and he told me that he thought that 
the CIA ought to get all of the material back and that no card should 
be left in the file and that national security grounds should be used to 
withhold release of the information. 

On February 9, 1973, 1 snoke with Director Schlesinger of the CIA 
and asked him if it would be possible to retrieve the material that had 
been sent to the Department of Justice in connection with the Water- 
gate investigation. I told him that I had discussed this with the 
Department of Justice and they indicated that they would merely leave 
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Mr. Hamilton. When did you first learn of the break-in of Dr. Ells- 
berg’s psychiatrist’s office ? 

General Cushman. I think it was when I was in Europe just before 
being called back to testify to the oversight committees of the CIA, 
which was May 13. I think I heard about it about the 10th when it 
appeared in the newspapers. 

Mr. Hamilton. That was May of which year? 

General Cushman. 1973, sir. 

Mr, Hamilton. Did you have an occasion in January of this year, 
to prepare two memorandums to Mr. Ehrlichman on your contacts 
with Mr. Hunt? 

General Cushman. I did, sir. 

Mr. Hamilton. I would like to show you memorandums that are 
dated January 8 and January 10, 1973, on the subject contact with Mr. 
Hunt, and I will pass these copies over to you. I believe the committee 
has already been provided with copies of these memorandums. General 
Cushman, are these the two memorandums that you prepared ? 

General Cushman, Yes, sir; they certainly look like copies of them. 

Mr. Hamilton. Mr. Chairman, I would ask that these memorandums 
be submitted into the record at this time. 

Senator Ervin. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

[The documents referred to were marked exhibits Nos. 125 and 
126* ] 

Mr. Hamilton. Do these memorandums contain a summary of your 
experience with Mr. Hunt that you have just given us in testimony? 

General Cushman. Yes, sir ; they do. 

Mr. Hamilton. Would you give us the circumstances that sur- 
rounded the preparation of these memorandums, in your own words, 
please, sir? 

General Cushman. Yes, sir. 

r l believe the date was December 13, 1972. I was Commandant of 
the Marine Corps at the time, and Mr. Colby came to see me, he was 
then the No. 3 man in the CIA, he came to see me and stated that the 
Agency had been directed to prepare a summation of their contacts 
with Howard Hunt. 

This had been directed, I gathered, by the Department of Justice, 
the prosecutors in the case. So he refreshed my memory on the phone 
call. I could not remember in December of 1972 who had telephoned 
me from the White House. I thought it was Mr. Ehrlichman, but I 
was not sure. When I had conversation on July 22 with Howard Hunt, 
a number of names had been dropped in the conversation, Mr. Col- 
son’s, Mr. Ehrlichman’s, maybe Mr. Dean’s. I do not know ; in any 
event, I could not be very certain. I refreshed my memory from the 
transcribed conversation, and while Ehrlichman’s name appeared in it, 
I did not know whether this was sufficient for me to go putting it in 
writing or not; and the tape, of course, was the property of the Agency, 
so I did not know j ust where I stood on that. 

I then prepared the first memo which is dated January 8 — wait, I 
have to go back a little bit Apparently, these papers were the subject 
later of conversation between Mr. Colbv and the prosecutor and, I 
gather, Mr. Ehrlichman, I do not know. The next thing that happened, 

♦See pp. 3390, 3391. 
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to my own knowledge, was along about January 7 or 8 this year, Mr. 
Colby called and said that Mr. Ehrlichman disputed the phone call 
incident, and would I prepare a memorandum stating to the best of my 
recollection, what had happened. So I prepared the first memorandum, 
in which I said Ehrlichman, Mr. Colson, or perhaps Mr. Dean. I 
simply cannot recall at this late date which one it is, of my own 
knowledge. 

I then got a call, as I remember it, from John Ehrlichman saying, 
“Look, I can’t recall prior to July 22 and, in fact, my records show I 
was out of town for a considerable length of time.” 

Well, this shook up my recollection even worse, and so I offered, 
without being asked, I offered to take names out of it since I did not 
think it would be fair when I could not swear to it. And then, I wrote 
the second memorandum in which I said that I could not recall who 
placed the call at this late date but it was someone whom I recognized 
in the White House. 

The fact of the matter was that I had not combed through the 
minutes of the daily staff meetings. I had checked my own files and in 
the office at CIA to see whether there was any record of this phone call 
and I could not find one. However, in preparing the statement before 
the committees that Dr. Schlesinger had to make in May he had a 
thorough search made of all possible documents and came up, I believe 
his secretary found them, came up with the minutes of the meeting of 
July 8, in which I definitely stated that Mr. Ehrlichman had called. 

So, based upon that I swore out an affidavit, I believe it is May 13, 
and used that affidavit before the CIA oversight committees, the three 
of them before whom I had to testify. 

Mr. Hamilton. So the record will be clear, I would like to read the 
relevant portions from these two memorandums, a sentence or two 
from each. 

The January 8 memorandum states : 

I received a call over the White House line from either Mr. Ehrlichman, Mr. 
Colson, or perhaps Mr. Dean (I simply cannot recall at this late date just which 
one it was) stating that Mr. Hunt would call on me to ask for some support and 
that he was working on a matter for the person calling. 

Now, in the January 10 memorandum this sentence appears: ^ 

“I cannot recollect at this late date who placed the call, but it was 
someone with whom I was acquainted, as opposed to a stranger.” And 
the names of Mr. Ehrlichman, Mr. Colson, and Mr. Dean appear no- 
where in the memorandum. 

General Gushman. Eight. 

Mr. Hamilton. Now, if I could ask you just a few questions on 
these two documents. First of all, since you reviewed the transcript 
of your conversation with Mr. Hunt on December 13 and because on 
page 3 of that transcript it is stated that it was Mr. Ehrlichman who 
had called you, why did you have any real doubt that indeed it was 
Mr. Ehrlichman who had made the telephone call to you in July 1971? 

General Cushman. Well, my recollection was that it was Mr. Ehr- 
lichman, but I was more concerned with putting it down on a piece of 
paper. I didn’t know, as I say, that I could get a transcript of the 
tape — I didn’t have this transcript. The Agency had it and showed it 
to me. And the fact that it was a tape recording and that it belonged 
to the Agency made me a little worried. I wanted something to cor- 
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roborate it. Perhaps I was wrong on that, but that is the way I felt 
about it. 

And it wasn’t until May of this year that we found what I consider 
to be corroborating entry in the records. 

Mr. Hamilton. Now, after the January 8 memorandum was sent to 
the White House, did you also receive a call from Mr. Dean? 

General Cushman. As I recall, I did get a call from Mr. Dean in 
which he said that we didn’t know each other and he was certain he 
hadn’t talked to me, and I had to agree with him, that we had not met, 
and that I couldn’t explain why I put his name in, frankly. 

But his name was in the papers a lot and Mr. Hunt I think may 
have mentioned him sometime during the conversation I had with him 
but I am not sure of that. 

Mr. Hamilton. Well, I don’t believe in the transcript which we have, 
which admittedly is a partial transcript because some of these sections 
are blocked out, not typed, I don’t believe, in that transcript that Mr. 
Dean’s name appears in it. 

Do you have any other explanation at this time why his name did 
appear in the January 8 memorandum ? 

General Cushman. No, I don’t, only what I have said. 

Mr. Hamilton. Now, I believe you stated that you removed these 
three names from the memorandum voluntarily ? 

General Cushman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Hamilton. Is it your testimony that Mr. Ehrlichman put no 
pressure at all on you to have his name removed ? 

General Cushman. No, sir. 

Mr. Hamilton. In your press conference that you had when you 
came back from Europe, you stated at page 19 that you tore up the 
first memorandum at Mr. Ehrlichman’s request, and did Mr. Ehrlich- 
man make a request to you that the first memorandum be tom up and 
that a second memorandum be substituted ? 

General Cushman. No. I would say that that is an inaccurate phras- 
ing. He didn’t ask me to tear it up. In fact, I guess he kept the original 
as far as I know, but I tore up the copy when I wrote the new memo- 
randum on January 10, 1973. But he did not make a specific request 
that I tear it up. 

Mr. Hamilton. So the statement you made in your press confer- 
ence — 

General Cushman. Is not precise. 

Mr. Hamilton [continuing] . Is inaccurate. 

My final question, and I think this may be of some interest to the 
committee. If you tore up your copy of the memorandum, how did 

L you produce for us last night the copy of the January 8 memorandum 
that we now have ? 

General Cushman. The secretary who took it when I dictated it 
over at the Agency had retained her stenographic notebook. 

Mr. Hamilton. Mr. Chairman, I have no more questions. 

Senator Ervin. Mr. Thompson. 

Mr. Thompson. General Cushman, as I understand it, you reviewed 
the transcript of this conversation with Hunt on December 13, 1972* 
General Cushman. Of this year. 

Mr. Thompson. Of this year? 

General Cushman. I mean 
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* 

Exhibit No. 125 

3 January 1975 


MZMOMiDuM FOH: Alia Honorable Joan EhxJLickmaa 

SUBJECT : Contact with Mr. Howard Hunt 


I* I met with Howard Hunt oo the 22nd of July 1971* At some point 
during toe period from about two weeki to about two da ys prior to hi 3 
visit. I received a call over the Whit a House line from either Mr. Ehr- 
lichmaa. Mr. Colson, or perhaps Mr* Dean (I 3 imply cannot recall at 
this late date just which one it was) stating that Mr. Hunt would call on 
me to ask for soma support and that he was working on a matter for the 
person calling. 

2. Mr. Hunt stated that he had to elicit information from an indi- 
vidual whose ideology he was not certain of and for that- reason would 
like to talk to him under an alias and requested that 1 provide so^ie 
documentation to back up his alias identity. He said this was a one-time 
Interview. I said that, yes; we would provide a driver's license and what 
is called pocket Utter, which would indicate the identity which he wished 
to assume for this one-tima operation. 

3. On 27 August I found that Mr. Hunt was requesting further support 
in the form of credit cards and a New York phone number which he could 
U3B through an answering service. 

4. In my opinion this tended to draw the Agency into tha sensitive 
and forbidden area of operations against Americans and 1 could no longer 
comply with his requests. Consequently, at 1100 on 27 August 1 called 
Mr. JEhrlicoman and explained why wa could not meet these requests. X 
further indicated that Hunt was becoming most demanding and trouble- 
some and, in my opinion, indiscreet. Mr. Ehrlichman indicated assent 
to our cessation of support for Mr* Hunt. 


R* E. Cu 3 hman» Jr. 
General, USMC 
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Exhibit No. 126 

10 w~auary 1973 


MEMORANDUM jOK: 


The Honorable John D. Ehriicbrr.an 
Asjistant co ;he President for 
Domestic Affairs • 

Thd "rV’illtS? HoUJS 




SUBJECT 


: Contact with Mr. 2. Howard Hunt 


1. X mat with Howard Hunt on 22 July 1971. At soma point during 
the period from about two weeks to about two days prior to his visit, I 
received a call over the White House line direct to my office as Deputy 
Director of Central Intelligence stating that Mr* Hunt would call on me 
to ask for some support and that he was working on a matter for the 
person calling. 1 cannot recollect at this late data who placed the call, 
but it was someone with whom I was acquainted, as opposed to a stranger. 

2. Mr. Hunt stated that he had to elicit information from an indi- 
vidual whose ideology he was not certain of and for that reason would like 
to talk to him under an alias and requested that 1 provide some documen- 
tation to back up Ha alias identity. He said this was a era- time inter* 
view. 1 3 a id that, yes, we would provide a driver’s license and what is 
called pocket litter which would indicate the identity which he wished to 
assume for this one-time operation. 


3. On 27 August I found that Mr. Hunt was requesting further sup- 
port in the form of credit cards and a New York phone number which he 
could use through an answering service. 


4. In my opinion this tended to draw the Agency into the sensitive 
and forbidden area of operations against Americans and I could no longer 
comply with his requests. Consequently, at 1100 on 27 August I called 
Mr. Shrlicbman and explained iwhy we could not meet these requests* X 
further indicated that Hunt was becoming most demanding and trouble- 
some and, in my opinion, indiscreet. Mr. Ehxlichman indicated assent 
to our cessation of support for Mr. Hunt. 


I cLASrir.Tt nr - j 

ZO'.x. \\I „C- ! i> >J. 1 | 

(i "!»• Jf ; ' m: ar 
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(• ;i?:* i i:.;~rS ^jt< or »»}.:{) 


R. Z. Cushman, Jr* 
General, USMC 
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JULY 7 1971 


Telephone Call to General Cushman from John Ehrlichman - 7 July 1971 


Mr. Ehrlichman: I want to alert you that an old acquaintance,, Howard Hunt 
has been asked by the President to do some special consultant work 
on security problems _ He may be contacting you sometime In the 
future for some assistance. I wanted you to knew that he was in fact - 
doing some things for the President. He is a long-time acquaintance 
with the people here. He may want some help on computer runs and 
other things. You should consider he has pretty much carte blanche. 


icZ 


(notes) 




NOTE; After the above conversation. General Cushman, called Mr. » 
to alert him. ; 


THE MATERIAL DELETED FROM THIS PAGE WAS DELETED BY THE CHAIRMAN AN D J^NHI 
MINORITY MEMBER AT THE REQUEST OF THE CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY BEFORE 
PRESENTATION TO THE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY . 


( 667 ) 


56.5 CIA EMPLOYEE AFFIDAVIT, FEBRUARY 5 , 1974 


' A'FTI D A V I T 


STATE OF VIRGINIA ) 

) ss . 

COUNTY OF FAIRFAX ) 


1. (3 being first duly sworn, state: 

1- I was bom on 8 March 1924 in Milwaukee, Wisconsin. Affcei 
serving as an Army officer in World War II and completing my college 
education, I. joined the Central Intelligence Agency in October 1950. 

I have held the position of Executive Assistant to the Deputy Director 
of Central Intelligence since November 1969. 

2. This affidavit is submitted at the request of Mr. William E. 

V . J 

Colby to explain the circumstances of my discovery on February 4, 
1974 of a file of stenographers 1 notes among which was the attacher 
note of Miss X summarizing a telephone conversation 

between Lt. General Robert E. Cushman, Jr. and Mr. John 

Ehrlichman on 7 July 1971. 020224 

3. Director Colby’s secretary. Miss JZ- came to 

my office on Monday morning, February 4, 1974. She said that 
Mr. Colby would like me to go through my files once more to make 
certain that there were no misplaced transcripts of conversations 

^ which had been recorded in the Office of the Deputy Director of 
Central Intelligence. The recording of visitors* conversations had 
been done on a very selective basis and this practice was discontinued 
after General Cushman left CIA in December 1971. 

THE MATERIAL DELETED FROM THIS~PAGE WAS DELETED BY THE CHAIRMAN AND RANKING 
MINORITY MEMBER AT THE REQUEST OF THE CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY BEFORE 
PRESENTATION TO THE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY . 
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4. ‘ During the morning of February , 19 K , I went through* 
the papers in my safe in order to determine if any misplaced 
transcripts cf convcrsa f ions were located there. At the bottom of 
the second drawer were two folders of material that contained 
information used for General Walters' orientation briefings after 

he was appointed Deputy Director of Central Intelligence in March 
1972. Under these briefing files I found a brown folder containing 
ten stenographic notes summarizing General Cushman's telephone 
conversations with members of the White House staff in 19 a 9* 1970 
and 1971. In this folder was a summary of General Cushman's 
7 July 1971 conversation with Mr. John Ehrlich man . 

5. These stenographicQi^es^n 'Siis folder included summaries 
of General Cushman’s conversations with Dr. Kissinger on leaks 

of intelligence reports in the press, and his request for an 
analytical paper on Cambodia. There were also conversations with 
other White House officials on intelligence leaks and on requests 
for name checks of foreigners. The conversations with Dr. Kissinger 
were on top of the file of ten stenographic notes and one memorandum 
written by the CIA General Counsel. The note of General Cushman’s 
conversations with Mr. Ehrlichman on 7 July 1971 was Included 
about two thirds of the way down in the file. * I had looked at this 
file, in May 1973 when Dr. Schlesinger requested employees to 
search all files for material which might have been related to 
Howard Hunt and the Watergate affair. At that time I noted the 
records of the conversations with Dr. Kissinger and others on matters ; 
which were completely unrelated to Watergate- I did not see the 
'^single page item on General Cushman's conversation with 
Mr. Ehrlichman about Howard Hunt, and presumably, inadvertently 
failed to uncover it v/hen I was paging through these papers. 


TEE MATERIAL DELETED FROM THIS PAGE WAS DELETED BY THE CHAIRMAN AND RANKING 
MINORITY MEMBER AT THE REQUEST OF THE CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY BEFORE 
PRESENTATION TO THE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY „ 
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6. The file of summary notes of General Cushman’s telephone 
conversations was maintained by his secretary. I usualLy did not sc- 
them when they were made because they were chiefly used by 
the secretaries to clarify questions which might be raised later. 

V 

y In many cases. General Cushman probably did not see them either. 

In December 1971 Miss 2- General Cushman's secretary 

and I reviewed General Cushman’s papers after he left CIA to become 
Marine Commandant. I decided to retain only those papers which 
related to General Cushman’s conversations with members of the V/hiti 

House suff. 020226 


_/3 


Affiant. 


SUBSCRIBED and SWORN to before 
me this ^ }Ju) day of February, 1974. 




Notary Public 


(SEAL) 


THE MATERIAL DELETED FROM THIS PAGE WAS DELETED BY THE CH AIRMAIL} AND RANK- 
ING MINORITY MEMBER AT THE REQUEST OF THE CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY BEFORE 
PRESENTATION TO THE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY „ 
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57. Early in 1973 John Dean met with Assistant Attorney General 
Petersen. Petersen showed Dean documents delivered by the CIA to the 
Department of Justice, including copies of the photographs connecting 
Howard Hunt and Gordon Liddy with Dr. Fielding's office. On a second 
occasion prior to February 9, 1973 Dean met with Petersen and discussed 
what the Department of Justice would do if requested by the CIA to 
return materials. Petersen told him that an indication that the 
materials had been sent back to the CIA would have to be made in the 
Department's files. 

Page 

57.1 John Dean testimony, 3 SSG 978 672 


35-780 O - 74 - 44 
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He then asked me if I did not think it would be better that Cushman 
mentioned no one since he could not remember who it was. I remember 
suspecting at the time, as I do today, that Ehrlichman had had my 
name inserted in the memorandum as a means of getting me to make 
sure that Cushman would have no names in the memorandum at all. 
I remember calling General Cushman and telling him that I had 
received from Ehrlichman a copy of his memorandum and that I was 
somewhat surprised to find my name in it because this was the first 
time I had ever spoken with him. He agreed that we had never talked 
and I said that Ehrlichman had suggested to me that, if he could not 
remember who it was, he, Cushman, probably should not mention 
anyone. * 

A short time later, another memorandum on this subject of who 
had asked for Hunt to have the assistance of the CIA come forward 
from General Cushman and this time no names were mentioned at 
all. It was after this episode in getting the Cushman statement cor- 
rected that I had an occasion to discuss this with Colson. Colson told 
me that he had been present when Ehrlichman had made the call to 
Cushman. 

The other CIA material relating to Hunt’s dealings with the CIA 
emanated from a series of questions that had been asked by the Water- 
gate prosecutors. I recall a discussion with OIA Director Helms and 
one of his deputies in Ehrlichman’s office when they went over the 
type of material that they would be providing to the Department of 
' ^yjpstice. 

I subsequently had occasion, while at the Department of Justice, 
to talk with Henry Petersen about the CIA material and he showed 
me a copy of the information the CIA had provided him, and he told 
me Mr. Gray had the same material. I remember that the document 
had attached to it a number of photographs which had come from a 
camera — again my text has gotten confused — had come from a camera, 
the camera which had been returned by Hunt to the CIA. It is a 
camera that had been borrowed by Hunt from the CIA. The pictures, 
which had been processed by the CIA, included a picture of Liddv 
standing in front of Ellsberg’s psychiatrist’s office. 

I informed Ehrlichman about this and that is the reason that he 
subsequently requested that I seek to retrieve the documents before the 
Senate investigators got a copy of the material. 

I discussed this with Petersen, but he said that they had received 
a letter in early January of this year from Senator Mansfield regarding 
the maintenance of all records relating to the case and that the only 
thing that he could do would be to extract the document and leave 
a card to the effect that the document had been returned to CIA. 

L I reported this to Ehrlichman and he told me that he thought that 
the CIA ought to get all of the material back and that no card should 
be left in the file and that national security grounds should be used to 
withhold release of the information. 

On February 9, 1973, 1 snoke with Director Schlesinger of the CIA 
and asked him if it would be possible to retrieve the material that had 
been sent to the Department of Justice in connection with the Water- 
gate investigation. I told him Jhat I had discussed this with the 
Department of J ustice and they indicated that they would merely leave 
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58. On February 9, 1973 Dean called CIA Director James Schlesinger. 
Dean suggested that the CIA request the Department of Justice to return 
a package of materials that had been sent to the Department of Justice 
in connection with the Watergate investigation. Deputy CIA Director 
Walters contacted Dean on February 21, 1973 and refused Dean's request. 
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Exhibit No. 135 

February 9, 1973 


MEMORANDUM FOR THE RECORD 

SUBJECT: Telephone Call from John Dean 


This evening at 6:10 I received a telephone call from 
John Dean at the White House. Dean indicated that he 
wanted to discuss two topics. 

First, he averted to a package of material that had 
been sent to the Department of Justice in connection with 
the Watergate investigation. He suggested that Justice 
be requested to return this package to the Agency. The 
only item that would/pLeft at Justice would be a card in 
the files indicating that a package had been returned to 
the Agency, since the material in the package was no longer 
jneeded for purposes of the investigation. He indicated 
;that the agency had originally provided these materials 
to the Department of Justice at the request of The Attorney 
General and Mr. Howard Peterson. 


The second subject that he raised was the pending investi- 
gation by the Senate oi the ITT affair in relation tol the 
Chilean problem. He felt that this investigation could be 
rather explosive. He also indicated that there might be 
some sensitive cables at the Agency that might be requested' 
by the Senate investigators. I indicated to him that while 
I had not seen any cables, I had been briefed on the subject 
and that the role of the government appeared to be clean. 

He expressed his delight at hearing this assessment. I 
indicated that I would look into the cables further* 

In this connection he mentioned that there is a hot story 
being passed about in the press, primarily instigated by 
Seymour Hersh of the New York Times , The story suggests that 
Sturgis, who sometimes goes by the code name Federini, was 
the individual respons ible * for the burglarizing of the 
Chilean Embassy in Washington. He also indicated that he 
expected Senator Fulbright to request the Justice Department 
to produce Sturgis for the Senate hearings. 
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I indicated that I would look further into the matter. 
He closed with some jovial remarks about being the 
bearer of bad tidings, and I inquired what the good 
news might be. Further references were made to pending 
appointments at the AEC. 

Shortly thereafter I discussed these matters with Bill 
Colby, who indicated that Sturgis has not been on the 
payroll for a number of years and that whatever the 
allegations about the Chilean Embassy, the Agency has 

r no connection at all.-- We also agreed that he would 
discuss the question of the package relating to the 
Watergate investigation with General Walters and a 
decision would be made with regard to the appropriate 
| action* 


JRS 


cc: General Walters 
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ARMED SERVICES COMMITTEE 3 146-47 * 

Indistinct document retyped by ~ " 

House Judiciary Committee staff — 

146 

Senator Nunn. Mr. Dean asked you on the 9th of February? 

Mr. Schlesinger. Yes, sir. 

Senator Nunn. Would you repeat that part, what did he 
ask you? 

Mr . Schlesinger . Mr. Dean called me on the 9th of February 
I believe it was the 9th, and he indicated that there was a 
package of material in the hands of the FBI or Department of 
Justice. I was not familiar with the package at the time of 
the call, though I became familiar with it shortly thereafter. 

It referred to the package of material referring to the 
provisioning of Mr. Hunt in July and August of 1971 which had 
been presented to the FBI or the Department of Justice in 
the summer and fall of 1972. 

I was not familiar with it at that time so I told them 
that I would become familiar with it. He asked me to have that 
package withdrawn and to place in it a card which stated that 
this material had been withdrawn at the request of the Central 
Intelligence Agency since it no longer served any useful 
purpose in the investigation. As I indicated on Friday when I 
discussed this matter, I believe, Senator, you were not here 
at the time, that this struck me at the time as a very strange 
maneuver . 

I discussed the matter with Mr. Colby and General Walters 

probably within a half hour after the time of receiving this 

call from Mr. Dean and instructed General Walters to go back 

Indistinct document retyped by 
House Judiciary Committee staff 
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Indistinct document retyped by 
House Judiciary Committee staff 

the next morning and tell Mr. Dean that we could not possibly 
do such a thing. As I mentioned also Friday, this would seem 
to me to be inconsistent with the letter that had been sent 
to a number of Federal agencies, including the Central 
Intelligence Agency, by Senator Mansfield instrucking [sic] all 

[ agencies to do nothing to eliminate any material that bore on 
the Watergate affair. 

Senator Nunn. Well, I was just really probing to see 
what do you suspect the motivation for that was? It seems to 
me it could have been one of two tiings [sic]. Number 1, to impli- 
cate the CIA as having gotten the evidence back, therefore, 
by innuendo you had something to hide, or, number 2, to get 
rid of the actual evidence itself. Which one of those or — 

Mr. Schlesinger. Of course, a number of thoughts 
occurred to my mind at the time which I discussed subsequently 
with General Walters. The obvious amongst the two alternatives 
that you have presented. Senator, it is obvious I think that 
it had to be number 1 rather than number 2. Everybody at 
the FBI was familiar with this material at that point. The 
withdrawal of that material and leaving a card in the file 
saying that the material had been withdrawn to Langley would 
quite obviously point an arrow at Langley, Virginia and this 
thought did not escape me at the time or did not escape General 
Walters . 

Senator Nunn. So this could have been a last effort to 

Indistinct document retyped by 
House Judiciary Committee staff 
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Exhibit No. 136 


II May 1973 


MEMORANDUM OF CONVERSATION ON FEBRUARY 21, 1973 


At the request of the Director, Dr. Schlesinger, I called on 
Mr. John Dean at his office at the White House at 1430. X explained 
to him that, in connection with his request that the Agency ask the 
Department of Justice to return a package of material that had been 
sent to them in connection with the Watergate investigation, it was 
quite impossible for us to request the return. of .this, as this would 
simply mean that a note would be left in the Department of Justice 
files that the material had been sent back to the Agency, and we 
had been asked not to destroy any material in any way related to this 
case. 1 again told him that there was no Agency involvement in this 
case and that any attempt to involve the Agency in it could only be 
harmful to the United States. He seemed disappointed. I then left. 


Vernon A. Walters 
Lieutenant General, USA 
Deputy Director 
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He then asked me if I did not think it would be better that Cushman 
mentioned no one since he could not remember who it was. I remember 
suspecting at the time, as I do today, that Ehrlichman had had my 
name inserted in the memorandum as a means of getting me to make 
sure that Cushman would have no names in the memorandum at all. 
I remember calling General Cushman and telling him that I had 
received from Ehrlichman a copy of his memorandum and that I was 
somewhat surprised to find my name in it because this was the first 
time I had ever spoken with him. He agreed that we had never talked 
and I said that Ehrlichman had suggestecito me that, if he could not 
remember who it was, he, Cushman, probably should not mention 
anyone. 

A short time later, another memorandum on this subject of who 
had asked for Hunt to have the assistance of the CIA come forward 
from General Cushman and this time no names were mentioned at 
all. It was after this episode in getting the Cushman statement cor- 
rected that I had an occasion to discuss this with Colson. Colson told 
me that he had been present when Ehrlichman had made the call to 
Cushman. 

The other CIA material relating to Hunt’s dealings with the CIA 
emanated from a series of questions that had been asked by the Water- 
gate prosecutors. I recall a discussion with CIA Director Helms and 
one of his deputies in Ehrlichman’s office when they went over the 
type of material that they would be providing to the Department of 
Justice. 

I subsequently had occasion, while at the Department of Justice, 
to talk with Henry Petersen about the CIA material and he showed 
me,a copy of the information the CIA had provided him, and he told 
me Mr. Gray had the same material. I remember that the document 
had attached to it a number of photographs which had come from a 
camera — again my text has gotten confused — had come from a camera* 
the camera which had been returned by Hunt to the CIA. It is a 
camera that had been borrowed by Hunt from the CIA. The pictures, 
which had been processed by the CIA, included a picture of Liddv 
standing in front of Ellsberg’s psychiatrist’s office. 

I informed Ehrlichman about this and that is the reason that he 
subsequently requested that I seek to retrieve the documents before the 
Senate investigators got a copy of the material. 

I discussed this with Petersen, but he said that thev had received 
a letter in early Januarv of this year from Senator Mansfield regarding 
the maintenance of all records relating to the case and that the only 
thing that he could do would be to extract the document and leave 
a card to the effect that the document had been returned to CIA. 

I reported this to Ehrlichman and he told me that he thought that 
the CIA ought to get all of the material back and that no card should 
be left in the file and that national security" grounds should be used to 
withhold release of the information. 

On February 9, 1973, 1 snoke with Director Schlesinger of the CIA 
and asked him if it would be possible to retrieve the material that had 
been sent to the Department of Justice in connection with the Water- 
gate investigation. I told him that I had discussed this with the 
TWar+mpnt nf Justices nd they indicated that they would merely leave 
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a card in their files indicating that the material had been returned 
to the CIA. 

I subsequently had a visit from General Walters in late February 
at which time he told me that the CIA was opposed to retrieving the 
material and leaving a card indicating that they had so retrieved it 
because they also had been requested by the Senate not to destroy any 

L material relating to the case. I told Walters that I did not suggest that 
the material be destroyed; rather I thought that national security 
grounds migh t justify withholding release of the information to Senate 
investigators. He said it simply could not be done and I dropped the 
matter. 

As I will explain later in a meeting with Mr. Krogh, the fact that 
this material was in the possession of the Department of Justice meant 
to me that it was inevitable that the burglary of Ellsberg’s psychia- 
trist’s office would be discovered. I felt that any investigator worth his 
salt would certainly be able to look at the pictures in the files at the 
Department of Justice and immediately determine the location and 
from there discover the fact that there had been a burglary of the 
office that was in the picture. 

I would now like to turn to the White House plans for dealing with 
this committee. 

White House Plan for Perpetuating the Coverup Throughout 
the Senate Watergate Investigation 

Even before the Watergate criminal trial in January of this year, 
there had been press reports and rumors that the Senate planned 
independent hearings on the Watergate and related matters. The White 
House Congressional Eelations Staff reported that the subject of Wa- 
tergate hearings was being discussed in the Senate Democratic Policy 
Committee, but they did not know the substance of those discussions. 
I was aware of the interest of Ehrlichman and Haldeman in the pros- 
pects of such hearings because they had discussed it with me, and 
Bill Timmons told me they had discussed it with him. 

On December 13, 1972, Timmons informed me that Senator Jackson 
was coming to the "White House for a meeting with the President. 
Timmons said that Senator Jackson was a member of the Senate 
Democratic Policy Committee and had an excellent rapport with the 
President. Timmons asked me what I thought about having the Presi- 
dent inquire of Senator Jackson regarding the potential of a Senate 
inquiry into the Watergate. I responded that I thought it was a good 
idea, but would have to check. Timmons said the meeting with Senator 
Jackson was going to be without staff present, and asked me to draft 
a memorandum to the President raising the issue. I told him I would 
check with Haldeman. 

I prepared a memorandum for the President and went to Halde- 
man’s office, but he was hot there. He was in the President s office with 
Mrs. Ann Armstrong, who was discussing with the President joining 
the White House staff. A meeting had been scheduled in Mr. Halde- 
man’s office at which Ehrlichman, Moore, Ziegler, and I were to attend. 
When Ehrlichman came to Hal deman’s office for the meeting I raised 
the matter of the President’s asking Senator Jackson about the hear- 
ings because I did not have authority to send memorandums directly 
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